



RECORD 

FEDERAIi 




L EXAMINATION OP OFFIC 
F INVESTIGATION. .U; S. V 




CC-270 



FECIAL AGENTS 
OF JUSTICE 



NAME aaSEN, Alex 



AGE h$ YEARS , - 5 MONTHS 



NATIVITY(state of birthl N* Y^ MARRIED. SINGLE, WIDOWED : fiin gi ft NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
FAMILY HISTORY Both parents living and well* 



HISTORY OF ILLNESS OR INJURY Usual chjldhood dxseaaes* Tonsillectomyj deviated septum. 



HEAD^AND PACE 



-Dfifr 



EYES: PUPILS (size* shape, reaction to light and distance., etc. jjftg , 

DISTANT VISION RT. 20/ i< corrected to 2o/ 

LT, 20/ ^ corrected to 20/ 

COLOR PERCEPTION 



Mormal ACC 19hO 



(state edition of Stilling's plates or Lamps used) 
DISEASE OR ANATOMICAL DEP.ECTS_ ^-®g* 



EARS: HEARING RT. WHISPERED VOICE \K /L5' CONVERSATIONAL SPEEC H ~ / l5' 

LT. WHISPERED VOICE 1^ / l5' CONVERSATIONAL SPEEC H — / l5' 

DISEASE OR DEFECTS neg ,, [ 

NoSe Slight septal deviation (M,C.D,Y , 

(Disease or anatomical defect, obstruction, etc. State degree) 
SINUSES neg » \ 



TONGUE, PALATE, PHARYNX, LARYNX, TONSILS 



neg, 



Nj'EOTH AND GUMs(disease or anatomical defect) 
S V MISSING TEETH Afl indiV.flt^ 

fl^ |nonvital teeth 

V» A PERIAPICAL DISEASE 
,1 jj^ MARKED MALOCCLUSION 
\) ^V PYORRHEA ALVEOLARIS 



it 3 4 « « 7 • » 10 t1 1> IB 14 IB IS 



\~^ 



TEETH REPLACED BY BRIDGES 



^ DENTURES. 
V REMARKS 



G^ 




IB 20 21 22 23 24 2S 20 27 20 20 U « 1« 



J, A> Bancroft Jr> Lt .1g CfDC) USN 



NERAL BUILD AND APPEARANCE 



Robust 



TEMPERATURE 

HEIGHT 

WEIGHT 



CHEST AT EXPIRATION 



(signatur.e of Dental Officer) 



RECENT GAIN OR LOSS, AMOUNT AND CAUSE Qone 
SKIN, HAIR, AND GLANDS 



72 CHEST AT INSPIRATION ^ .■:-,.- ^ U2 

19Q CIRCUMFERENCE OF ABDOMEN AT^UMBILICUJ ^'Q 36 



neg^ 



NECK (abnormalities, thyroid gland, trachea, larynx). 



neg, 



u'''ii;v (.u/^i'V M' sn 




SPINE AND EXTREMITIES (bonea, joints, muscles, feet) 



^neg; 






1 THORAX (size, shape, moveihe^pW^Rge, mediastinum) 
'^ RESPIRATORY SYSTEM; BRONCHI .^ LUNGS, PLEURA 





RESPIRATORY SYSTEM; BRONCHI ,^ LUNGS, PLEURA, ETC. neg^ 

V . . - Chest x-ray rieg* "^- ^ I 1 ] 

CARDIO-VASCULAR SYSTEM neg« , 



HEART (note all signs of cardiac involvement). ^ 

EGG - X*=jft ftgdfi dPrtriation^ QtheWffiae within nnrtnal lltnitfi. 

PULSE: BEFORE EXERCISE . fin BLOOD PRESSURE: SYSTOLIC..^^ 

.AFTER EXERCISE , - pB DIASTOLIC_80 

THREE MINUTES AFTER QO 

CONDITION OF ARTERIES OK CHARACTER OF PULSE ^^ 



CONDITION OF VEINS, ^ HEMORRHOIDS neg^ 

ABDOMEN AND PELVIS (condition of wall, acara, herniae, abnormality ^f viscera) 



GENITO-URINARY SYSTEM Iieg^ 



URINALYSIS; SP. OR. 1>030 ALB. neg^ SUGAR neg> MICROSCOPICAL neg^> 
VENEREAL DISEASE "eg» \ 



NERVOUS SYSTEM ^^&* 



(organic or functional disorders) 

ROMBERG "^S« ^INCOORDINATION'(gait, aneech) ^^S* 

REFLEXES, SUPERFICIAL^J^;^ DEEP(knee, ankle, elbow) ^^ /TREMORS ^^S * 

SEROLOGICAL TESTS "^g^ BLOOD TYPE M m ^ 

ABNORMAL PSYCHE (neurasthenia, psychas thenia , depression, instability, worries)^ 

neg# 



SMALLPOX VACCINATION: DATE OF LAST VACCINATION 
TYPHOID PROPHYLAXIS: NUMBER OF COURSES 



DATE OF LAST COURSE 



REMARKS ON ABNORMALITIES NOT OTHERWISE NOTED OR SUFFICIENTLY DESCRIBED ABOVE, 



SUMMARY OF DEFECTS N»S,A, on P» E» 



.n- 



CAPABLE OF PERFORMING DUTIES INVOLVING Strcnuous ^PHYSICAL EXERTION 

IS THIS INDIVIDUAL PHYSICALLY FIT TO PARTICIPATE IN RAIDS AND APPREHENSION OF CRIMINALS 

WHICH MIGHT ENTAIL THE PRACTICAL USE OF FIREARMS YfeS (yes or no) 

(when no is Riven state cause) ' - 

FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND REMARKS (as per boards, when necessary) ^ , 



DATE OF EXAMINATION April 2tij 1^1 C» F, Park 

Cdr (MC) USN 



^Di 



iRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAt!^ 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



FDlffi 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 



Name of Employee: ROSEN, ALEX "7^7 ^0 6 (^ 




Where Assigned: Q-^ ^' ^^^ 



(Division) 
Payroll Title: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 



_ ASST. DIR. IN CHARGE OF INV. DI V. 
(Section, Unit) 



Rating Period: from Vnr^fe .?7j. IQJ^n 



to ifarcih 31, 1951 



ADJECTIVE RATING:, 



SATISFAOT0R7 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



Employee's 
Initials 



L 




Title 



As3t^ to the Dir . 4'15'51 

Tide 



Date 



Date 



{X) Official 
( X) Annual 



Aasiatant Director, ~-^ Knn\/ C\ c\ a^^^m 
-JPedej^J Bureau of Investiftatlffli |V| A Y df Z 1951 

Title " Date 



T\TE OF R^I*a®^^ ^ 1 ^^^" ^*f^ 

( ) Administrative /^A//^Q^ 

( ) 60- day /^w/ ---^^ ;3> 

( ) Transfer "^ 

( ) Separation firom service ^ €\ Cf 
( ) Special:- -J (yJ^^I 

I 




% 



ALEX RCEEN 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
GS'IS $10,750 



Mvm Rosen is in charge of all criminal, applicant, 
and accounting work for the Bureau and as such he has a 
thorough knowledge of Bureau policy^ He is a good exe^ 
cutiue and administrator and is thoroughly familiar with 
all the activities in his Division* He directs the work 
of the Supervisors under him in avery satisfactory manner^ 
He is possessed of good judgment, native ability and has 
an analytical mind* He has vision and makes long-range 
plans for the handling of the work of his section* 



Employee's 
initials 



flflh 



FORMANCE RATING GU 



M 



FD-185A 



FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Ratmg Form No. FD- 185) 



Name of Employee 



ROSEN M ALEX 



Title 



ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 



Rating Period; from 3^31 "SH-St-SI ^ 51 



Note: 

+ 



RATING GUIDE AND CHECK-LIST 

Only those items having pertinent bearing on employee's performance should be rated. All employees in same salary grade should be compared. 

Rate items as follows: 

Outstanding (exceeding excellent and deserving special commendation). 

Satisfactory (ranging from good to excellent but not sufficient to rate outstanding). 

— ~ Unsatisfactory. 

— Q — No opportunity to appraise performance during rating period. 
Guide for determining adjective rating. 

An 'Outstanding' rating cannot be justified unless all elements rated are 'plus', and in additron, of course, supporting comments must comply with the requirements 
as set out below 

So far as 'Satisfactory' and 'Unsatisfactory' ratings are concerned, it is impossible to provide a mechanical formula for computing the various 'plus', 'check', and 'minus' 
marks because such would presume equal weignt for all elements rated Good judgment must be exercised to insure that the adjective rating is reasonable in the 
light of the elements rated. AH minus marks must be supported by narrative detail, and of course, all 'Unsatisfactory' ratings must comply with the requirements as 
set out below 




^(16) 



Personal appearance. 

Personality and effectiveness of his personal contacts. 

Attitude (including dependability, cooperativeness* loyalty, 
enthusiasm, amenability and willingness to equitably 
share work load) 

Physical fitness (including health, energy, stamina). 

Resourcefulness and ingenuity. 

Forcefulness and aggressiveness as required. 

Judgment, including common sense, ability to arrive at proper 
conclusions; ability to define objectives. 

Initiative and the taking of appropriate action on own 
responsibility. 

Planning ability and its application to the work. 

Accuracy 'and attention to pertinent detad. 

Industry, including energetic consistent application to duties. 

Productivity, including amount of acceptable work produced 
and rate of progress on or completion of assignments. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
attributable to causes beyond employee's control. 

Knowledge of duties, instructions, rules and regulations, in- 
cluding readiness of comprehension and 'know how' of 
application. 

Technical or mechanical skills. 

In^tigative ability and results: 
_^jta) Internal security cases 
J'^^b) Crimmal or general investigative cases 
;) Fugitive cases 

;d) Applicant cases 

(o) Accounting cases 

Physical sun-'eil lance ability. 



tr i^'^^ 



(17) Firearms ability. 
P Jig] Development of informants and sources of information. 

-!_- (19) Reporting ability: 

(a) Investigative reports 

—-^fbjrSummary reports 
^_?^(c) Memos, letters, wires 

(Consider: conciseness; clarity; organization; 

thoroughness,. .accuracy, adequacy and perti- 

nency of leads, administrative detail.) 

^ ^,0) Performance as a witness, 
ive ability* 
•adership 



^ (21) Exsprltii 



|i^j^) Ability to handle personnel 
S^p) Planning 



5^4) Making decisions 

— !^^ Assignment of work 
-J^Afi) Training subordinates 
— *^k) Devising procedures 

5^^ Emotional stability 

^^jj^ Promoting high morale 

—fa^U ) Getting results 

Lt. (22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments: 
— ^ (a) As leader 

^^ (b) As participant 

*^ (23) Organizational interest, such as making of suggestions for 
improvement, 

(24) Ability to work under pressure, 

(25) Miscellaneous. Specify and rate: 



Specify f^eneral nature of assignment during most of rating period (such as security, criminal, apphcanl squad, or as resident Agent, supervisor, instruc- 
ts^. -^tc): Oriminal 



B. Specify employee s most noteworthy special talents (such as investigator, desk man, research, mstructor, speaker) 



Desk man. Directs 



and coordinatea all criminal^, applicant a nd aacoun-ting work for thp. fi^ld ^ 

C. (I) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of ser\'ice require! fi-S_ (If answer is not '}es', explain in narrative comments.) 
(2) Is employee available for special assignment wherever needs of service require'iZl£_S.(rf answer is not 'yes\ explain in narrative comments,) 

D Has employee had any abnormal sick leave record during rating period^ No (If so, explain in nariati\e comments.) 



ADJECTIVE RATING: 



SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 







DlCLASSIFrcXTIOP -AUTHORITY D1RIVI& FP.OH: 
FBI AUTOimTIC DICLASSIFICATIOH GTJIDE 
DATE 10-04™Z010 



May X?t 19$1 



PERSOHAL AND CQ 







Mr* Alex Rosea 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D« C» 



Dear Itr* Rosen* 



The Bure.5.u is in receipt oXthe report of the physlcsOL 
examination afforded you at the United States Sa?al Hospital, 
Bethesda^ Maryland^ on A:>ril^ SU^ 1951* 

This report reflects that yon have no disqualifying . 
physical defects* The eiectrocardiogrsEi afforded you in this 
connection revealed a left axis deviation, othenrise it was 
within normal limits* 

The Board of Ejc-esinlJig Plgrsicians of the United States 
Naval HoBpitel reports thai you are capable of performing stren- 
uous p^QTsicsl ejeertion and have no pli^sical defects that m«ild 
interfere with your participation in raids or other isork involve* 
ing the practical use of firearr^* 



Clavin ^ 

-noi'oib 

Roger, 

Tra<;> 

HartJO 

jotir 

TelS* Room_ 
Naase 

oan<Jy 



y 



I) 



hkt. 



i :'Jf 



'^'mj£^ 






Vf) 



HLEicmn 




15 1951 



Sincerely youre^ 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 







<^' 



O 






<jrt 



o 
m 



A'^y^^M 



00^ 




UNI*EI>-S#A*E§ 



' air. Xdlson 
Mr. Ladd 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



H^ Z, Edwar 



J. W. 






DATE: June 



Mr. Giavin 
Mr. Nichols... 



Alex Rosen 
Assistant Director 
Investigative Division 



H 





Mr, Harbo ...A 

Mr, Alden.„.. / 

Mr. BelmoDt 

' Mr. Lauehlin ... 

I Mr. Mohr 

I , 

1 TeJe. Room 

I 

; Mc Nease 

t 

' Mies Gandy 




This is to advise that on^jJun e 1 j J 951 >, Mr *_ Ra s 
afforded an electrocardiogravrtr^^ lunTla. cardiology 
g^4^U^^M^gjL Q* "^^g Bethesda Naval Hospital at^iis own request. 

Dr. JPo H^ EsteSy of the cardiology department^ explained 
to Mr. Rosen that there was ^ ^^^--^SLlg^tkl fj^gn^ ■ 

tion of a "left axis deMJation^L as far as nn nhnnrmnl hRnrJ 
eg n^3±Lojk ^.a s^^Q.Qn.c.ej:3M • This risMtij?n^_ W.a3..JoriJ^en uq^^^^ 
la3t. RhUsAml^^ ejxQ^uqtLon Je^^^ whicA. tt7ga..3.€:nt ._ tQo#rI Rosen .and 
\QPM9TenAl vLoJ.hjT meA.AiM...^^^ Xm4 Jlfeai-:.*Ay^^^ 

Mi.JlMMMZ..MMS&..MBEMMJ^J^B^.MSM~^^^^^ Or. Es'tes ~" 



ctdvised Mr. Rosen that he has a normal electrocardiogram tracing. 



S3^ESS3a;:::;^Fvys(K3jr::^^iS:SSSSi 



This is submitted for record pjrmposes only. 




/ 



^ # 6 



J 



a^l^l S-M ij-b 




a JUN '.i;i ]%] 

-•.■•" !■ ■■:;i'.;.','ia:; 



■ -1 -S-r 



li B "* i ' i M 




^-M 



^•:* 



Mugu&t 3p, 2951 



TJlavln 

MChsla 

Hofeg a 
Trac y 
Harb o 

tjohr^ _ .„ . . 

Tele. Ronm^ 
tiBafis. 



0. 

Mp9 Alex Bosen 

Ped^ral Bureau of Invest igat ion 

fJa^hingtortp B^ C^ ' , 



Sear 3ir: 



he 



In o review of the caaQ entitled I I 

~\ Departmental Applioantj, Cl&r^h-^Stenographcrp 



ic^^Q Division," the Training and Inapaction SiviBion 
noted that the language 0?:jpIOE/ed in n report to deacribc 
an intorviem ooneeming the applicant wcb in^pt end 
left an unsettled proBtmption that the j^erson intarvieu:ed 
might bo withholding information that maa pertinent to 
tto invostigattonn 

This error was clearly pointed out} hou^evar^ 
tko anamer BUbnitt^d by the InvestigntivQ Sifj^ion to-^ 
the quest ion rcioed ma^ argunentattu^ (^rni eva^d fjie issue 
at hand in an apparent attenpt to clafend a bad po%itiWnff 
rather than -^^^l?^^ 3- ^ 

* Xt wcM, indicated that tha unsettled ^re^mpMon 
appeared to b^ diapellad aincetha reporting i§ea%®^M 
not Qtete that the interviotaee appoarM to be/^thf^Sl^ng 
information^ and cnotki^r of her cosne*jfta <lmCSi44 (^^ed^ 
to be critical^ Thi& position map^^ not realiBt^ aWd ^ 



the ab&mco of a auitable axplcnoitton it ^ould haue b^n 
nore appropriate to hav& admitted the erroro In Qon^mction 
with natters of thi$ type in the future^ you uhoul^im^^uct 
the personnel under your supervision to make the ii^an^krs ^ 
re&ponQiva rather then to attempt to argue ovar^m ^quea^y 
at, ' hand »• • . ^ . ' ^ 

Vfry truly you 

John Bdgar Hoou 
Director 



act Mri ?l' 






rsor^neS'^File of Ass H Director Alex R03 







% 









H MsmffrandwB » uhited states Qowmmunwr 



to I 

rasM I 




b6 



-^ r 



\t ^> 










f fU«9 «A%94^ Ally' If ^ IfSl,.. ia t^i«& IkB 69^0 Swm. him wtsmntv 

lialtod iawtagfttJOT is aada ftbot m eaa wily sV97i^ Idfii Mift& . 
omob iafonaftloa ai^oia b« obteiMA ia «Im briaf ties «failabl9* 

^« .* - *J5* W lai^aWgaUan aff |I~I~Zlw«^ ©?-«». : 
Itol tMrt tvm. <n» ntrnm ^tytM MoeiWd at UH m, Elay 10.. 19jj. ' 

ff^J witH^a r«»4«is)6»& that. «&» roe«&«« b« fte» . 

aieSftia w ma e^ m$. aU l%a, as pi®-J*»»ffliifiat mau^ «aQfiSi« 

e@pll«4. »i%!^ . <!^r«9 days wsm a^ail^le ftor 6b& ia^atiWtiea. 
o»». baias aoeaoodupy'for (&dBialatrat&<s^ Iiaa41ia$« fits isralatS^a- 



.1 

t1 



fciaa M*'*^ malettH 



toadiaA «n oa aapaiitftma basia •l«fe«msl& as tiaa XI©1* la vlaoad 
^f of afM?«a» l^ar «?• tofitt«|ad &a 4 eea»iAlsa ead&teildd raami»s>» 
^isa 1% is i^9«i» fttot «3i« 1^ ii^«®@^%aM@i, W&& aa% ecirale%9« 
s^a «a» a®t 9^eatod aai as a fflEi%^i> of fiaat SA aealA b»% feavo 
aaaa 4am ia @to tlaa alle»sd fo? ^^ Sa^at^bafeifia* &A ffifcttm 
ocoaafUwi,. i» ia ies»t;^ «f Bet« tteaft tSis i§a^a%t^a6ifia gf [ [ ' ' 



]«^«^ i&. pptfiaally oaAasvay wm iastift@ial jpfeiy'f, l^H 

..a^ 'ia tolas aeniaaftad. |a a tt»8% ^^ai|aS uiA tto^afliii aaau»r<saiA 
a% «to felB» ©f ftbia teritiies la la, a ^Mt^alataai ■^.;^.. 

- i^«« '1^ o^mfere utot- lia aritieisaa s«af«p«a^'i^^..m5(^'~ 
««A'9a«« . Zfe, &a f|i&t.«^^ hssA «to-. t^ia^iaaJSal^la^Md ««% toaa 



VMlNOASBsBBra 




'^'w.-i,...::'^-';1!.4.: 




















/^ 






'■ P' '* r 















^I=r^ 






^^:;V:¥^ 



, ^- , - 



be 



'M^ft^f^^fr^-^*®^' *^^ «5p9lleaat,»aa a»e««ifflft®ai ^^Tl^Vt^- 






\ 



' 2 






■^^v 



.r^ir^^"^ 



_ J ji«4rj 






A,.-^ 



*jaa. 






fif7« lto@€ffi 



,-j' 



.-! 



?^' "?' 



._i 



b6 



afgiset. 



this ?€Sga0%0 %^t. posfilbla X^mA ms 's&i&t d0T@l<spM» H® S^sj^thmr itates^ 

lawatlgatloBi ^ ' tti«' S mr Yogis Offio®-'^i i®gg D«ft®©tlTO| |of 'tti© ■ 

IXC PD Md statM that I ~| (gQ^d obtala a: wit* of 

habeas fiQgptafl ' ffg^ 3^aM ® P^Mluassd P<0c;or@^ " imd h® states timt la^- 
vestlgatioa of|____]g®fl«Mta ah^a is a elos® s^soaal fylfsnd ®s^; 
aisoelat® of Jodgi^^Peeogae. fWtheyw ti£ at>®ooya m& r^allodas . 
b«lag ffl ^f g^iamt ^aiteg' at I | agagte@at ♦ ^ It ts ©gg©®d 

tMt th0@® t^ it®LS'pg®®mt®d. rms^t^ posiiiMiiti@9 fo^. d®^®iop»' 
mssxt of lafosm&tiOT'e^s^^gE&iiic tb^; applie@iftt| K^'w^^crg^^ ^mdtg tto®*' 
elgmfflStasio^Q it Is f®lt that' tfaago ^^a'no lisad^vs&o|r/is& siot 
followis^.-thgoisgh .Qfflth*®® Batt®g9e \ 

^ • Mg« GI@gf poiQta o^t tiaat ls& th@^ t^Iiatyp^fi rdqaostlng' la* 
T^atlsatlofi'^ tt&rm "m^n as& IssdleatlosK that' ^d ^plieant ^as\ 
aduoatM at St» Law«s&09 Haal^arsl^^ Cmtoa^ Imr Yogk> jrot tho pgit^. 
7lo^&6 lorastlgation va« olaar tSiat ah^ bad gca® to Bgpokljrh X«av 
Sohool aad ^a gaasosi for thd laad at Sto Lavg<isBd# Usilvogsl^ iras 
aot el®ag« Ew atteandaxiea at St. Law^ioo llnivagaltif vas obtalnad 
fsram tha eiagtliidal'®?=BcftA»0ll I»av Dir^^tor« It vai not ks^m a^^ ' 
thd tiiaa ttiat tba Bgookl|ii' Lair Scb^l^ms fogoiegly eonnaoj^^'ylth 
tMs itel^tarsltjr. - . 



-;■•■! 



y> / ' /■ 



Vltb g®f®g^&o^ to 9lg« Gl@gg^9- Q^aQg^ati^ia pagtaliatlng to 
aa inoonslstemojr ^s fag as hag applioat&on fog ad^saion. to.tbia : 
bag is ^om^otaM^ it dhoiaM b^ »otad. @iL&t. la tt&# 1934 laii^^eia.tlsatio&y 

tb® isif osfmtim i^fi eiitaiaM.'fJram tba F®Si^gda of -^Nay® caiagaotag ^ 
C«iiSiiitt®o> ^p#il&t« M^sioiE^a Siapg^® Oo^^t^- @@¥ Yogkk Figst H^^ • 
pagtifi@2&t«^ ^ '%» &at«^'lfiL^tb® 1948. lifi^edtlgatlosi vas^ obtained fg^i-^ 
ttsd^ goowdd of ' l&d 9@w York' Statt BoaM of &a^ fe^gsiisis^gio ' ; Vitii/- •' 
g^®g@s&o$ to' iOi®. diaeropass^^ isk tb® da^ of 'h®g ai^iisaioa to'ths , 
bag^' as- lEidl^atM: %7 ,t^ 1^ lairt^stlgaMQii^ tt&® da to 10^3/24^^^!^-':^. 
poaged 'ls& tftt® flga|t lffif^^tlo^'i''l£i''tM@ ga@p^t'-fgi^ Alban^p i^v 
Yogte^^ Isft'tlad t^im'6t:m -^^le^pd^ a ©i^^^ag^ of '^S^.obi im$^' fmiilM^A'\^^^ 
to Mge'.SwsosU' 'ii&@mt^s&t ^kf^gito^, tkm s^m^% m. tS&ls .@sp%;is^' ;- : 
fosmaiiom UgtM'tM lat^^of ©^ dlaegepaacr 

ima 9^^tlmk^% hsf^^^^fff^ W^% ^<m^^^9 pmw^m.% to, l^(^ii. poliojr- at - ^. 
tbat tl;^ts'^> ^m^. m%-twm.^i^& to.-^a Mir®om» : Sii^® Sw^atftipoXloy at-/ 
^tMt timo':^i to-^ f^ffffiiiifii fimly 3- iiJBB^igf i@ ^a.fs»m!'^''\m mmrm&m'' 



.} ^. 










■ -'s 



^e. Meimm- 



."- f "- 'j^?* 



^ ^'• 










- '1 - T 






^:^^ 



ttot;fttes.^^r«^,.^e^^.g^^ Safe©' bSJ^^^^^^^^^^ 






> sv i t 



^*0- 1 .1 



'?i 









'-4*t . 



.-;'■ "if-'. J. 



:'>''ms 



^ 



^ SjLr-aS^iS?!- li^**^!^^'*^®-^.- «ri®a«!ifW.wi^ jS^-^SI 

•t?»r«S«li4v|arJ»#« having. b«®n.,fttralsl»4;t«^^ li L»?#- ;■ 

tHw Zi «2^i «i^if^^«i« "^^ •»!>«» *• auj' »f. fetes- l^vlwjest^a-'- ' "-^-w*? 



-it'" 'M 












I :«. 



I.. 



.It-, HOB Bot'aote4 iai:tl» ,««aGseg^< fanils&»d .tocMia. 






■i& 



: v~\ .. 




;' , - ■ I ■', >■*.•;■.:- •••-■ ■"■^■.f.'.f;i 



^s' '.iT*if v: 



jT '-. xr^'Tfyv^'^^^^sife:^^^^^^^^' 






T>^•;-^ 







^'vV'-— - -. \■ 
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upon Hs», Ford's sroquesi of ^4 Sj,, "feto" p3?ba©n6 ■.iaw&felgati'oa tja-- !;V-?::f^? 



sad© ^'fflgoip^^slf, pmsptly oad tJaopeashlsTp^-taia is tea lag dossso- af ■. ;-i\t. 



..^^ 






|.j:\\/. p, ©f -eo^uPDefl Mill Isftdln^. to^r^iot^S' ^Ifeh .^to^ ^Asral Jmdgaa In.thd.' ^^"^ 
j;/*%'~y .SDSYj, l®adiag^ a*t<Wfij©y®, States and SmMfJity^^%©0» feh@' Fr@3ld^nfc ' ' - ' •'-^^^ 
iVr:'J''- J ' ®^ ***^ B«M y@f & .City Bar &s©ool©tl©a^ as' ^©11 ."a© aay ot&©y/p«»p9dna "v^'^J^'^ 












&&f^^^ '•'' "' , lo • ^Ift la ' adsalt ted. that ^la'-^Q0-."4^. filial tod laTOatlgatt'OSJ*'-\:'>'^i'''^; 






. , t J. r/ -^ 



2®' In ^ts'anOTlfctlng o^ -flaal l@^fe3ip ^o W^ DauBoni^^it 



9houl^.,fe®^ b©®h pointed out that „thls \ia& e&^lously a aimitad" 'vV ^*^/1%' 
.^^linTOatlgatl^; In ^lav^af \thd.; fact" | that ^ ks had only foui?, dkys^ in ' '^''' 



''•'■'^, 



l^;t:Ar\^' ;%^lctoi to; condtact U. Et©q tbou^ 'f^r'« Dawson und®ratood^ fchls to ' *'"*^\;"V'1''^-'J 
^;; :/; ^-^b^;th© nituatlon/^t^ ohould haw oo stated' It In' otir l^tt^p'/of ^• ;■ ^r^!;w^^ 
^ };. , feponsmltttolo 31ac®-19U9 t^ haw baon outlining^ th® IJjaltatlaaa . . . -^.-t^^'- 
; o'f our^ ijt»W@tigatios&a la ouy Lstt®? of tFaasralttal Mh@r«'-s\afifa^ ' ^.^^fif^ 
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sltuatlosis ooe^i?, 

\\;V^' ^^ 3o A- Bwp^avi 3ull®t'ixi h&a feasn l03t2j©d instruotlng that 
-In^'all sapplloianft laTOstlgatlon/s^ ■ tho Pr^sld^nt of U^ Bar Associa- 
tion nmat b^ lnt®Pvl©#od t^i^r* th®. ladl^ldual is aa attcipn#y;,^j|E^ ^ 
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TT ANDARO RJRH NO. 64 



Office Memorandum 

TO : Mro Glavin 
FROM : ffo io rdwards 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMEN' 



DATE: July 25, 1951 



SUBJECT: 



nee 




yic^^ 



DEPARTMENTAL APPLICANT - CIERK-STENOQRAPBER 
^nds Division 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

During the recent surveijby the Training Division of De 
pa rtmental Appl l oant cass^ \it was foun d^tliai^in..ihe:^CLaptioned^.cas e 



he 



the report of SA 



dated Maroh 7, 1950, at Philadelphia 



contained anjinaccurate dof^ with respect to the terminatipn of^prior 
employSeniV'^The sjno psis^ FrtKis^revorT c 'oHejBlu^xeMec^ed^that the 
a'p pn'colyrh ad been_employed, by the Thwing Albert Instrument Company 
from April 1, 1947,^io October 7, 1947, but the details erroneously 
sfSfedryhat the employment terminated on October 7, 1949o This error 
had n ot previously been detec ted^ The Philadelphia Division has indi- 

report was approved for the SAC by former 



cated that Ag^tniJ 



m 



Agent James Eoip^Hearn who resigned June 9, 1950o It was supervised 
the Investigat^v^e Division by SA Paul AoYTurnero 

Answer 

The Investigative Division has advised that the report in 
question was read thoroughly enough to eliminate an incongruous state- 
ment on page 8, but the failure to note the error in the date with respect 
to the employment mentioned above can only be accounted for as an over- 
sight even though the report was thoroughly reviewedo 

Recommendations of the Training and Inspection Division 

The Traini ng Divisi on has recommended that a letter of censure 



he 



be directed to Agent \ \ for^ the error in /lis. reports, With respect 

tT^upe Wis or Turner, who was responsible for the supervision of 3 other 
DepartmenWrTpplicanTTaJeVJn which delinquencies were found during 
this survey, the Training Division recommended that^he^^be censured and 
placed^on probation for 30 dayso . . . , 

/Recommendation of the Administrative Division -^ -^ III/ ... 

lo \ Inasmuch as there is a possibility that tff^error in 



he 



report was a typographic al one an d 



\Agent ^ ^ ,. . . 

it has not been determined whether Agent 

viewed the report after it had been typedy it is 



re- 

recom- 



JlCtbls '64^ 



CCi MrJ'^'Clegg^ '^^ 
Attachments"' ^, 




^Mtt^ 



mended that the Philadelphia Division be instructed 
to attempt to fix responsibility* As indicated above, 
the supervisor vh o approved the report for the SAC is 
out of service^ A letter to the Philadelphia Office 
is attached,,.-- ;dW/K<9'9^ . 

2^ lit is also recommended that Supervisor Turner, who was 
\ involved in this and 3 other cases in which errors were 
j found, be a) censured, b) placed on probation for 60 

\e commendation as to Section Chief Go C^KCallan and Mr* ^/y^ 
\osen for their overall responsibility jioV the 8 cases 
n which errors were found has been made in a separate 
memorandum previously submitted<i 



A PERMANENT BRIEF OF AGENT TURNER'S PERSONNEL FILE IS ATTACHED. 



■fie 




; 




^' 







- 2 ~ 



b6 



j ; July 21, 1951 

nee \ ^ i 

DEPARTMENTAL ^ applicant;- CLERK - 
STENOGRAPHER i LANDS DIVISION 
PHILADELPHIA; PENNSYLVANIA 



FINDINGS: 



•bo 



Report of Special Agentl \Philadelphia^ 

March 7, 1950, contains the following inaccurac^y not previously 
detected by either the field or Seat \of Government supervisors : 

Employed Thwing Albert Instrument Company, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania from April 1, 1947 to ^^-.^ Synopsis shows^ 
October 7, 1947 but details show October '^s 1949* , 



REPLY: ; ; , ; , " : - ^ ^ 

i . ii^ ' .' ^ ' ^ , 
• , . ^ n ' ^ ^ ^ ..^ . " ' 

l' ^ \ . !i ' -' '^ ^ , ' 

The report In question vas read thoroughly enbiigii to eliminate an 

incongruous statement on page 8. The photostatic copy of the app]J.cation 

on \A±ch the investigation vas based vas checked vlth red. pencil by the 

supervisor at the Bureau to indicate that the various employments and 

; other pertinent leads appearing thereon had been covered in the investi- 

gative reports received. The failure to notjs the error in the details 

I for the termination date of one en5)l<^ent can only be accounted for as 

1 an oversight vhich occurred even after a thorough revievj of the rejport 

I in question. j ^ | 

! ■!■■.- be 

I CCIICLVSIOI-IS: I i. - ! - • 

i The i.r>.rnnc..i.<,t^nnu. due avmrently to a 'typographical. 

! error, in the reoort of 3A \ ^ of th^e Pavladelpn.a 

■ Oi rice, as reflected by the infortr^Aion m tae synqpsxs ajT^^ 
v^hen co':ioared loi th thct in the detail', was' signed for ^JiC 

■ Corneliu!i Ivj a supervisor whose initials can not he deciphered. 
i "ae ^hilo-:eJD'^ia Office should he written. The\report was 
! lrAL'io.lled for the" General Investigative Di^vision by ' 

P A Turner of the Section headed by Mr. u. ^.\Callan 
! in the Divicion where Mr. Rosen is Assistant Director, 

; ^ i [} 

\ ^Philadelphia Office advises initials \cre of SA [ ffo?i n J^^ '^ S^D^ f^a » 

now »t Si i roou . 'Ttvfi.-^t.fc^'^/V'wU**^ *y^ y^ 



copy/Blin 



m 



-. OFFICE ;'4Et'rOHANDUM 



tJ'^'IT^D STATS3 '. aoVEHWMSHT. 



TO' 



.^^^. CrL/VVIN 



FROM 1^/ L. 



:3DyAr?DS 



EU^J?;CT.. 



Departmantal ^plicanf 
Lands' Division' , ; ; 
Washington,- i^. C, . .-' " 
(77-140390). ■■■■,.. 



July ZSr 1951 







.b6 



During the surfeyy by the Treilninj: -division' of the ha'ridling of 
Departjn©ntal- Applicant c'^ses, it v/as noted that .the captioned applicant, 
had filed tirJO' applications . 'Inyef^tli:^a'tlon .of ^the f.lrat application had, 
been- requaa'ted by the DopEirtinpnt in JulyV l'9l4Qj..tiut dlscontinacd in ■^epteiG' 
bGr^.l9USj ^nd ^^ihen tho second application^ wa^ islibmlttsd -inv0£tl.^atlon was 
again r^quosted on November 29 i» 19ij9# -^hroa r'^ferenc-r^s wero submitted on - 
eaach application and the poport of SA^dward J. [Anderson of the v/ashin^^toh 
Field Office roflectod that the thtieG refer^encos, -listed 6:^ the later ap- 
plication had bean lntar\ri.owed biit- thfe -reference's contained- 5n the prior' 
application were not conbactigd .T AAont Andersoh^ s -report v^aa approved In 
the filed officoby *^uperv^^ sor | | and waa supervl^sd in the - 

Tnvestigativ© .Division by SA Paul .^. Turner* ,. 



The Invosti^^ativo Division is: 5f the opinion that ainco the 
3^9ference£ listed on the c:urrant .application had oaen Intorviowed, thans 
appeaf^ed to be no raaaon for Intervieiain^^ those listed on the old appllca- 
tion nnd -that, the rvquire^enta for this type- of case hud boon met. 



The Training;. IJivlsio'n is of the 
applications were, irt tha Bureau file, the 
tlo'n of tho rafersnqes furnished in an ea 
aroused inv©Btigative instinct and- cauaad 
been interviewed pi^hlch as hot done. 

The Training Division, recommen d 
dirvJCtod.. to Agents Andoracn ^nd 



be 



Turner, v^ho vjas l,n:Polved in this and -thre 
cass8 in, which dallnquenci^'s woro. found, 
sur©d ^nd placed oh probation for thirty 



opiniCn that since both of ths 
omlsiion ;,^rom the s. cond applica- 
rller appi'^t^tion should hsc^a 
- the aarlier./^f or-^anctas - to. have- 

sd that letters of^d%i£p^e be 
'"^ith roapoct to aurC^^p^i^pperviacr 
e pth^r Di^partmentsl Applicant - 
It wa^'^reco^amended that iis be can- 

d&ya»-, ^ .;.r ■ ^ ^ ^ . ' "' - 




^SCOr^rNDnTlLHJ OF ^ THE AD/.lXJIoTRATlVS DIVISIOI^ 



It is rofco mnGnded that let tors of caution bo directed to A^^ents 



Anderson and 



b6 



calling attcsnticn to this matter ynd.polntin^j out th© 

need for pxei^eising ^iraator thbro.u^hn^sB. in handling' ha^s^n of thir Xmport*-^ , 



CC:'Mr. Rosen, Mr.-^Clegg 



eopy/slm 



#• 



jr^emo to Mr^ Glavln. (Cont^d) ^ / . ' ' 

- •; Recomrnendations for adrilniatratlva ac^tion ^Ith rvspecfc to ^ap©r- ;;-,* 

visor I'urhor, i>eGtion'. Ghicrf Or»- C* Xallan: QUO Ar^.A* Rosen liave been submittaa^ 

in a separate raainorandxim, • . . ' . • ':;.'• 



JIC:cmw- -. , ' 

DISaCTOR'S NOTATIOJJ: '' WHY CAIiriOH INSTEAD OZ^ CIi:SU^E?^*. K. 



vopy/mag 



PROMt . . H., Le FDWAI(DS. 



mT^i July 25 » 1951 :. 



be 



Depf?rtmental Applicant 
, Cl©rk*-St^nogreph0r ■ 
Tax Division > 
VJeshlngton^; D#C* 




be 



During the siirvey by the Training ntid Inepestion Division of tho 
handling of the Departmental Applicant CBsesp It is^b found that in tho re- 
port of fromer Spe cial Agent L^gtta^r P<> Co ndon of the Wr?8hlngton Fl^ld ofr 



fo-ho tnras Interviewed^ wrs Incai*** 



floe dated 6/6/50>[ ^ 

rootly described m ^^pooiai ASfjist:aw: zo "the iittorney Genarol Instef^d of 
Assistant Attorney. Geno^sl In CMs?g0 of the Lf^nds Division* The report 
was app3?oved In the field off ice. by Si Ja^eg P& O^Corinell ©nd unB euper* 
vised in the investigative DlvlBlori by i5A Paul j^* Tu rner » neither of ^hom 
detected the inacourato description. of |~ I posltion^ It is noted 

that a ^revi ouiB investigat ion of tills apfjlicont was oonduefced in 19kB and 
at that tlj:n® 



titlo w^.B cbrroctly^ desorlbed* 



ANSWERS ' 

, Field Office Supervisor 
than to 'say that he wbb not 
The,mv©©tiBstive Division Indicated 



b6 



vleor o*Connal: 
famillw wifchr 
ndleated thatl 



1 had no ex oua® to offer oth©r 
Z__I_|or his Qff Iclal title. 
[ position had been ln« 
correctly net put in the ^ppllc.^tlonp his tltlo as reflected in the Inves- 
tigative report agreed t^lth that given. In the appllostlon and Sup^x^visor 
Turner therefore had no reason to quo at ion It* ¥hil© the correct tltla 
e^ould have bean prooured from the Dei^sirtjnentpl Directory^ there did not 
appear to bo ^ny apparent reetson to_ make $uGh a chBcko - 

CONGLUS niffi AM D REC(m■Tl^?;!D/. TIOJ^!S OF TI1E TRAINILO Al?D IHg PSGTI QI^ DIVtSIOK 

iiMTii iiw^B i ii n iMiiiwiiiwMwiniMMiiii I 1 1^1 ■ ^w ii>ii iwiiwii m iiw I ii ni'^aiii ■! I 'i' i"rii II '' rT~^yT~~i — J ^^"*^ ''>v*"^ ~ ' 

The Training Dlvlaion is of the Spmi^^/^K^^Jthe fQllure of the 
Supervisor of DepartT^ental Applicant oases tp ^mW ^im identity of the 
Assistant Attornoy Genereal^ Is not e^ccuaable^^mia to rfeq^E^ Buoh knowlodga 
is not Impraotlo^l*. The Training Division /r^poSr^Tjend^jd that Pl^ld Suporvi-^ 
eor G*Co'nnell be cqnsured for this fsllur©^ it-^bolng noted th^t the report* 
Ing Agent resigned fro?n the Bureau January 12» 195l« With respect to the 
Bureau Supervisor^ BA ^urnerp vjho v^bb involvr^d in thla and three other 
Departmental Applicant oases in ^hich delinquenolaswero noted by tho 
Training Division^ It ^tsa recommended that Turner bq consured ^nd placed on 
probation for thirty drjiyB» 



CCt I'r* C1©SE 



m 



mmo to Hr, Olavln (Cont'd.) 



REC0!.7.^S:KDATID Ki S OP I'HE AWI ^IF'gROTIVr: DIVieiOM- 

'•■^■•■■"■"■" ' ' ' "*•■«■••• Will I vikij ' " T "'^ ■ ■ I ■ I ■■ _— ».^ .1 . „ ,- , .^^ ^ - - . .. ^_ _ ^_ 



be 



It ia reooPTHionded that a letter of o^^tlpn be directed to EA 
O'Coimell df ttie_li^fi2ll2lgtOB' Field Offlco for his f alli^re to dl-saov€ir that 



th© fettl© of 
report* 



nrx§ iD^orpcotly. set out In former Agent Condones 



Rocom^nendatlone fpr admlnlstr stive OQtlon BBvdn^t Ageat' Turner 
in connection "Krlth the foxi^'cigtfi<j5,^ \md©r his supervision^^ &b ti;ell as tjlth 
respeet to Saotion Chlojf G» C» Oallsn and ^1r« h^ Rosens have been submitted 

Iri a "sepca^-Ette, men^orandum* ^ ' • '•- ' ' 



blHrrj^^ORiS.ICTATI^H?' ''l-fhy ooutlon instead of censure? H,'^ 



JIC: ctm 



^ A 



copy-pdc 



OFFICE MEMORAiroUlVl 



TOUTED STATES' GOVERrSklEMT 



JO " ^ ^ ^ ; 

'FROM 

SUBJEaT: 



m. GIA^IN 



H. L. Ett^ARDS 



Departmental Applicant 
Clerk-Stenbgrapber • 
Lands Division 



O 



DATE: ■ July, 2?, 1901 



be 



i^r 'H 



r^i 



', " ■ _In a 2^ecent revievr of the captiotxed'case- by the -Training & 
Inspection Division/ the foilomng delinquency T/as noted: 

■ ' Tlie report of Special Agent Ja ck W, Gray dated June 6, 19$!, at 

Washington, -D. A. reflects' an mt e rviev; ^vith | \ who pccu^ 

pied a house from which the applicant had moved., | | indicated . 

that she had 'seen the applicant briefly on several .occasions and she stated 
that :she^didnot msh. to make any further coinments concerning th.e applicant*? 
character; remtation' or a oyalfe% This repor t was .approved in the Washington 
Field Office by Supe3r visor | "^ I and ^s under the supervisjpn - 

of sa I 1 o^ the Investigative Division, . ^ 

The .H'aini'ng and Inspection Divi sion concluded th at the phrase- 



ology employed here^creates? the inference that| 



holding information 'concerning the applicant's character > repu 
loyalty. ^ 



may be* TO:th- 
;ation and 



EXPLANATION 



15 Kl] " '• ' ' ' -' -' 
Agent Gra2^_S!ho_is_sUii. ass:^^ the Washington Field 

Office, stated, that i | indicated she, did not Imow. the applicant 

T/ell and for this reason could mal:e no further comments concerning >er. 

. The Investigative .Division noted that ar^ inference that ! \ 

~| vfas Tdthholding iiifonuation conceiTiing the applicant appeared':to 
-be dispelled by. her statement that the applicant seemed to be a liice* congenial 
youn g: lady and in the absence of a definite statement ty the reporting Agent 
that F [ appeared to be withholding information no such assump-^ 

tion was made* 'The dther neighbors interviewed spoke favorably of the appli- . 
cant» .' - . ^, < . / :' ■ 

CONCLUSIOHS &.REC0^p-flIIMDAT' l0N3-QF.TI-IE TRAINING A' TOSPECnON DIVISIGI^ - ' 

■ , : The Training Division concluded that the reply of the Investiga- 
tive Division does not clarify the inept phraseology in the report vrhich 
makes an incorrect assumption possible. 



be 



be 



bo 



be 



COpy-DQC 



Memo to Mr- "Glavin (Con'd) 

The Training Division recoinmended that ' a letter o f criticism 
be directed to Agent Gray and Field Office Supervisor ! | With -respect 
to the supervision, at the Seat of ,Govermient^ it. was noted that this case was 
;one of eight in. ififtiich .substantive delinquencieis-Jlfire found .during a review of 
229 Departmental Applicant cases. Supervisor I | of th£_lDyestigative 
Div ision was^ involv ed in thr g?e other ca ses besides thf»l Ica^e. namely. 

the I casej the | [ case and the | [case. 

Ifr. Clegg recoiTHnended that in vievx of his involvement in the* four cases, 
named above. Supervisor May receive a letter of censure and be placed on pro- 
bation for 30 days* 

It TOis recoimnended that SeetionrChief rGv'.-S-;- Callan and Mr. 
Rosen be censured because of the delinquencies found in the eight investiga- 
tions although there was no indication that they personally reviewed or 
approved any of the reports in question* 

aECQl§;!EITDATIGN OF THE An^INISTRATPTE Pr/ISIOH 

(1) It is rec'oimiiended that a letter of caution be directed to 
•Special Ag ent Jack W. Gray for h is failure to clearly state the opinion ex- 
pressed by 



(2) With reference to Field Office Supervisor'^Gentile^ it has 
'been recoimaended that a letter of censure be dire cted to- him for h is failure 
to note the lack of thorough investigation- in the | [ case .and 
it is now recommended, that he be admonished in the same letter for his - .- 
failure to note the inept phraseology einployed by Agent- Gray in the' instant ^ 
cas.e. _ 

( 3) Administrative action with respect to SA I \ 
Section Chief G. G. Gallon and Assistant; Director Rosen^ has been recoimaended 
in a separate memorandum previously submitted, ^ , 

DIRECTOR' 5 NOTATION: "I concur.** H.^ . . " 



CC -Mr." Clegg 



bo 



b6 



he 



he 



'JASird 



STANDARD FX^M NO &4 



U- 



J 




ce 'Niemorandum ^ united states government 



TO : MR. CrLAVIN 

FROM 



DATE: ^pril 12, 1951 



H. L. EDWARDSjffl/^ 



SUBJECT: PHYSICAL EXjWIhJATIONSlFOR 

SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 



I wish to advise you that all of the Sedj of 
Crovcrn rneni,„x>ff i c xal s .-mt^ , cu-r^r^e n± -J.n Z noc-fiXui-^^^ . the ir 



of 3i3L, R. Tj/ffarbo'j' l/ B.\f Nichols, A.VRosen, S.^'j^XTracyy 
^~ -'^Nease and J ^v<:'-'^- -'^ -- ^^ 



annual Naval physical exqjri\naMp.na. v)itJi^.tA^^^e,xc.eptip 

f si3i, R. TMffdrbo'/ L.b: 
G. A.)ufease and J. ffVsisoo' 

With the exception of Mr. Nichols, the other 
officials just became due in March, l^^l and they are being 
scheduled as follows: 




/?• T. Harbo 

3. J. Tracy 

A. Rosen 

J. A. Sis 00 

G. A. Nease 



k/23/51 



lim/51 
k/2k/51 



k/2k/51 
k/2k/51 




Mr. N ich ols ha s n^o.t u e tbee n able_tj^_Qjst_o_u:t^ to 
B ethesd a for. his pln i^^MlTlex ami nation^ fOJl^^^^^S^^ A^^ i,s con- 
^ ideXSUli^^*^--^^-^^^'^'^^^ * "^ checkcd^^witTi^'him again this morning 
andlie at first stated that he would be able to go out li/l6/^l 
but he remembered that there were a number of matters coming 
up that week which would probably prevent him from aoing. 
^^JLJP±1.JL^ ^Il^^l^SS ^^ 3^ soneti me_^ dur ing the we ek oJ'ji/2j/^l 
and I will che'^li'^wiih^'KTia'in^'this'^fegdydfor definite date 
for that week. 






u 





q-isr^ 











J^^^s: 




ugu^tZj^ 1DS2 



mMOBAmuM wm^ mmss^^ 



Tolson; 

Ladd 

, flXQvn 

ROEOP 

Tracy 

HBTbo 

_3ftlEC1t 

TfSl*, Hoinfl : 



TOIBOB. ■ 


, j' - 


urn:. 


, "■ . 


as^m ■ ■■ 


'' 


m&rm 


■ ^ - ' ^ 


-gwfiois^'. ■ 




TB&CX - 


', ' ' 


MBno 


'• 


iJSASE 


^ - 


mm 




ssmoMf' 


1 . - 


^izm , ■ . 




- 





C%iQ/ 0& Chri^tQphc^^lZan hai^^ been ad^^ 
uim& ^fth^ fa0t mht th&iS ^s^e boin^ . 

^ith n r^cem BuruQ^ of the hB,Mling 0/ 
■ ^ • ' ' Very trurlii yauro^ 



(f^) J. -FIT 





l^s,^(i:^p6i!4rt'<^t:6r 






m. 



,1. 









DICLASSIFICATIOH AUTHORITY D1RI¥.ID fEOH: 
FBI ATJTOlIATie DECLlSSIFI-CATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10-04™Z010 ^ . . - 



August I, 1951 



pmsoMAL Aim ca 



Mr. £le^ Bo Ben , -^ . ' . 
Federal Bureau of Inueatigation 



Dear 



Sirs 



, I have given very carefui consideration to the re^ 
^ultB of a recent &urwey[ mde of the handling of Separtmcntal 
Applicant caaee by the Inue&tigative DivtBion^ and I an most 
deeply concerned to note that substantive delinquenciea mere 
found in eight of .these investigationa*, One case involving 
Chuck Mau, under consideration for appointment to the Fir^t 
Circuit Court in the Territory of Hawaii, revealed a number o/ 
glaring deficiencies which ijour diyision had' failed to detect^ 

It is ini^olerable that you and other responsible - 
Bureau officiala have not been sufficiently alert to locate 
and prevent 3hortcoming& such' a^ ihooe reflected in the Be^ 
partmcntai Applicant inveBtigationa^ I have repeatedly found . 
it necessary to h^xve Assistant Director Clegg or ^ome other 
Bureau official check into the aupervisi^^of inucBtigative 
matters in your diuision in order to /l^^^'* ^hat is i^rong* 
Thi& practice should not be necee^arv^^W could be eliminated 
if you and your subordinates prope^^^^eoognised yot^r reeponsi^ . 
bilitiea and mere alert and attei^^e to your du^ow^^ /-^""^ ^^4^' 

AocOT^ingly^ I find rt necessary to plaoe you in a 
probationary statuam I must insist that you de^ote^ the neced^ -^ 
sary attention and aonaideratian to the correction and future ^^s ' 
elimination of such defictenoieB^ as J cannot permit them to/yj 
continue to recur ^ .. , . 



l&ad 



CieeBL 



010'. ln_^ 

ftoaan "- 

Tracy 

'Hartjo 



IJeasa 

Gandy 



&4^- 




' Very truly your b^ 

John Edgar Moouer 
Director 



CCi Movement 
Leave 



.b6 



aent direct) 










DlCLlSSIFICilTIOM AUTHORI^Tf .D1B.I¥ED FIOHT: 
FE J ■ AUT oiiAT TC C EC LAS S.I I? I CAT I OM GUIB E- " 
BATE 10™d4™:Z0'10 ^ ' •" ■ . ;,"''''■ , .^' '.-' 







:'r'-::':'¥^ 






Tederod Bureau a/ Inwestlga'tign 



Dear Sir'i. 



• -* '. J /iauefr^u^ei'^cc? ih0 rSsulta of the reaerA. ' " 

-. •eurueyof Banhr^Mpberu o(i&,e^\and. on the has 1$ 'of the - 
X/GO>^ r$pbr,:t^dj, X.Mave found, tliat :th^ pensonneX' - . '^ . 

handling ^thCBC nattera under iyoup superxnsion have '^ ^ - 
' S^en ia^, end 'CareJeas^ in ao^e frtstancas* I^mill riot 
coTidqne delihguencie^ of ijhiB.'Aijpe and -it will b0i\ :' ;'. 
- yineaeasary for you to i'a^e inm^diafe stepa toinanne^ ' ^^ 
\ t7i(itclp3e and-ofgorouB mipifrvis^on ii^ afforded to ' 
: , \ cabea inthis^olaseifiautipn^'y , • ^ ., . ^ '^ 

- : ' ,. I muot -insist that youriictke Ht ^dur per:3B:nhl r' 
^ responBibiJiiy' to ^e,e vkat the Bureau's' atandard^ '€sr# ' ; , : 
; •.. upheld 'and enforoedby'thesdpjeraisorkas&igned to\ Me 

' Invest igatiue DiyiBion.Gndjf in iho.^Quent any further ^^t^e^ 
" . -\linquenai'es of thia^ type come ^p mf/ atteni4on^ ;ii may h& 
*^ ' necessary to take more ^evers^adninietratiyedotiQn " 

. • . . ; ' .' \ ' . * \ ^ ; . " ,' \ , Very rtruly y^upa^ 



ROBon _ 
,Tracy' ^ 
|Harto'_ 



UURilllD 

Itohr'' ' 

taia . Room ^ 




JA3 mvg :An:b \ 






'* '"t'-rr' ■/'■ 



■ X -A^ S.' 



•- 


•'■■ • ''tri4^> 




;• "''>;•''■• 







;A . -^ 



ETTANDARD POtlM NO, 64 



•• 



Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



MR. 



M. LADD 



A. ROSElJ 




DATE: S/l7/f51 




As to the clerical conference, which was specia.lly 
called because of the situation in the Records SectioHj 
this co nference wa s conducted by our Personnel Assl^stant 
\K P* Jones. —~^ ^..^ 



Tolgon 

La<;ld_; 

Clegg 

01avln_ 
•[Icliols^ 

loosen 

Ti ncy 

ha-TLiD 

E3llBDnt,_ 

Uonr 



Tele* Hoom 

tJeagc 

Cantly 



Because it vas desired this unscheduled conference 
be held inimediately in order to forestall and caution our 
employees about their demeanor, gossiping in the rest rooms, 
gossiping in the halls and other matters along these lines^ 
I^_^9iA- Jp^^^ ^^ arrange for the conference and have it on 
^■^linE^LZlt^^. ^^^^^ day I talkeU'" with _ him. 

The only available time for a conference room which 
could be set 'aside by^^the Training Division was during the 
lunch period between 1 and 2 p.m. 

The conference was held ajid the message was gotten 
over, I do noT know^7a't' this time the specific reason for my 
not having attended this conference, I~had specials working 
before the Executive s^Xonference*, My^jrec oile ction is now that 
we came back from Xhe conference about. i2:X5-^p.m, and I- con- 
tinued handling more urgent matters other>7ise I would have 
atjtended the conference* I.^dicLnot get away to lunch mtil 
2:35 j^.m,, that day which is not my'usual routine* 



^7'^y ' '^-^/ 



AR:VrV 



SfP 



^'^y ^ / - ^^ 



/ 



i 



% 




c2&3 / fi, 





mm. 



'Av£utitl 30, '' 'i^^i . ' ' 



' ,■ :\iii*.* iSlQ% IMn^n ^ .; y^'\ '■' ■\ 

; ' . ■ Feda-poi Bureau pt 'twr^^utl^ntioh 



\B©i^'l'4i^*' /Roai^Tir 



^Q.^ 



; V. , m*§- Special v^^^^it 'i^. GM2?06;lii'^^ri'^?*v^-2^,^^^ „', 










.^-^'^;.; ^ ^^ Mr', ""Rosea. fp')^^^j^yy/^.iia^^ :.y/- i ^/^: • "- -' .^. ^r'^^.T^V^ , 






:b6 



Mr»\H^ L^ -'M1JJ^ .a#g^rr*ftf^^^ 








vl^POiitdr 







c-rt 
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ce Memorandum 



) 



l^'- 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 



: JW?. TOLSON 
: J. P.YmOHR 



DATE: 8 /I? /SI 



SUBJECT: CLERICAL COHFERENCE 

INYESTIGATIYE DI7ISI0S 
August 7, 1951 







iH\rfS!G>Ii^'/5 c?fr/ 




Re ference is m ade tojthe ottached^mMQjMndum dated August 
9^ 1951 from Afro J?QTgrnr^^^ in which it was stated that a 

special conference of alT^clerical employees in_the Jnves.tigative 
Division ms^lield at 1:00 p»m*) Augu3iJ?,^19,5h i^ Classroom #2 o««, 
in frder to reiterate existingJ^jisttuc^tiona^and^seaeraLoiher i iems — 
\to tfte vafrousT'cXerical employees* The Di rector asked who h_Qndled 
\this conference^ 



ijone else appeared before the confi 
I askec'wr,Y«n.9en for A me\ 



I checked with Special Agen t Supervjsjir^HJlim^Poji^^^ 
dSctat ed^thejiemorandum in^.qliestiQn.^andrwho~i3^al80-^th€ Personnel 
Assistant An the Invesiigative Division as to the identity of the 
individuals who handled this conference* M r^ Jones statp.d he. ha ndled 
the aQnf£x,ejtce^exs^nally,,>Xt-la8't€d--80-4<>^-2S^Minutes-^ and-^that no 

erence and talked to the employees 

JjJiJ^rJ!}-.^^MM^^]^l^ ^^tJSJ^P^^^^^ ^s to^^y 

he di d not ptrsondliy handle/ ihe conference and his memorandum dated 
Au gu s n'TTTSSI""! 5 at tachedi In this memorandum^r*Rosfn^stpted 
that the reos^ J^e did not attends Jhe^xonf^^ due to the, fact 

he had a num bff of 'specials, working^ before he...mentto^,the- Executives 
Conference at 10:30 a^m* and it was his recollection^that he. came ^ 

b'^k^frourthe conference about 12:15_p.m* and continued handling 
more ^urgent matters f otherwise he would have attended the conference/Il 
He^stated'he did^not get away for lunch until 2:35 p.m. that day 
which is not his usual routi/ie.-.^- , .. , v 

In view of the importmce'of'thls^particular clerical con'- ^^ 
ference iXJ^fy^'^tely^appears that Mr. Rosen should have per^ofuilly y 
(^tte]}^l^^^,-P^S^^^-^}y o.ddreYsed the Jmployees/ There is a^ttached f 
^ Jg^ ^g^ o/'censurV to tfr» Rosen for hiY failure to take cafe Vf i 

this very vrnportant matter^ 






J?)l:D^ 






u 1 ^ 
I ) 



y 




V^^^^^'*^^^''^^ Vl-a>5X.n^ 



./ /. 

L^."^ 



J 










eptamber 4^ 29S1 



FedaraZ Bureau of Iny^ntiguti^n 



Tht$ i& ta oduloa ^Qu'that your tr^rw/cr 
of .Mguot $Ojf 29S2 ^^ignij^ting you a® Special 
Agent in. Ch&rg9 ^t Bid mmom^ MaruXorid in ,3r&d^ 
03^14^ C9§Q0O por ^mism^ tB hereby Q(mo0XI$d 
and you mall remain in y^ur prm^nt aaHgnmen't 
aB AQ&iQtant Dir^otor in <)harge a/ -^^ Inwes^ 
iigaMi:f& DiwiBion in e?mde <f&^Z$p OlO^TSO per 
annumu , •;•- ;' / ; 

John Bdgar MQ<}U0r '- 
Dirmtor' 



Toloon. 

Udfl _ 

Rosen 

Tracy 

iareo 

Alo«n 

itotj ;_ 

.TftlO. Roca 
S^eca? 



WRQsamb 



CO-- Mr^jZadji (P and C) I 




^'\d.[^''t$x 



I P and/p^^ \^ 



SEP^'^d ' \qK\ j-KpL'eTTiferit Section' 'P and Cj ^ 



W 



t. 



he 




*'-v* 



V 



A- 



9TAN£l*AO FORM NO. G4 



Office ^tAemorandum • united statesngove 



TO : 
FROM : 

SUBJECT: 



THE DIRECTOR 
L, B, NICHOLS 




Jra line with our telephone oonversattton Aocmv. 
I advised Mr. Glavin to issue transfer orderd as follows: 

SAC G, R, McSwain offChicago is to be transferred 
to the Bureau Headquarters as Inspector in Charge 
of theyinvestigativeuixvision* 



SAC C 
to be 
Inspector 



. W»if^Stein of theY Washington Field Office is 
transferred to the Training Division as am] 

^aioc v« ^L t_ J. f J, _. 




^^^Ji'^ £.X^ood ofyios Angeles is A he transferred 
as SAC, Washington Field Office* 

^i^ Jin\i!i*y^^^^H^')(^^ Francisco, is to be assigned 
aa SACMCleveland* 



f 



^^^Ji\ •'■•/^*^«*<ccAio, Clevelifnd, is to be assigned 
as SAC, San Francisco* 

Alexposen is' to be assigned aa SAC^Baltimore and 
reduced from aS-15 to a3~14, ^ 

SAC £7. ^.y Carson, Baltimore, is to be assigned aa 
SAC, Zo8 Angelesm ^ . 

?1p ^-J-X^'t^onnor, Detroit, is to be assigned- as 

' \^etro'Jt°^^*''A'^****^"''^'*' '*' '° *^ assigned'as - 



SAG 



^ 



SAC 
SAC 



^l^.W°'^^ford,](Louisville, is to be as8iSned"ds 
, Fittaburght, '^ *' ,. --l-jv ,;;; 

SAC J, F,)(Malone,YSan Diego," is to b 
SAC, Louisville, f^ 



e , assigned^ as 



wn.h^r. ^ ^^^'i j^baticchio and Carson were ordered to report' in 
DTrectlrT '"^ '''^'''"'^y* September 5, for conference litVVhl 

firmed by fe'ttVr ^xL^r^J/J^L^Jsno^^rsrrs^"^.^^*:^^^^ ''^. 
have been dispatched in the forni of letttrsV "^^Y 



LBNi mb 



:mb(^l-'^^'^ ^ 



\ 



il^y-^ 






*'.^. 



•/, 






September 11/ ,1951 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOLSON 



h. 



On September 4» .I951t I saw Assistant Director Rosen 
who had been under orclers of transfer to Baltimore as SAC. Mr, Rosen 
stated that he regretted sincerely the necessity of issuing the orders of 
transfer for him but that He was going wherever his services would be 
needed and intended to regain my confidence in him. His attitude was" 
exceptionally fine, so much so that I decided to couutermaiid the orders 
of transfer to Baltimore, at least for the time being* 

I told Mr. Rosen that very frankly I had been disappointed 
in his administration, of the Investigative Division and.that as he recalled, 
I had warned him about the conditions in that Division on numerous 
occasions. I told him'that I did not at any time question his industry 
or his sincerity but that he did lack Initiative, planning ability, and 
aggressiveness* I told him that I believed that much of his diiEficulty 
was due to his inclination to be too philosophic and to "rpll with the 
punches/* I pointed out to him numerous difficulties' and problems which 
have arisen in his Division which should have been handled by him or 
at least anticipated by him. I outlined the tremendouS; increase in the 
phases of the Bureau*© operations and the "consequent increase in respon- 
sibilities, and that key men of the Burea^ here at Washington ^ad to 



produce and deliver, irrespective of m 
1 told him that it was not a pleasant t 
of his position but that obviously I h 
of the Bureau first. . ^ 




rsonal feelings aboui the naatter. 
to have to relieve an official 
give attention to the best interests 






I:) n 




Mr; Rosen has it^cateda very strong desire to ^eet 
my expectations in these matte«fe ahd 1 believe he will honestly^tiry. 



At least we will give him. anotherririaL 




/y<i ■ 






Very truly yours, 

: \ ^ ^ : Johh:£dgar Hoover 

. . ' . - , Director '- 



JEH:mpd ' 



^ K . 



f * ^^ 



)A t . ■ 




DlCLitSSIFICATIOM'.ilTJTHOlliY DERI¥1E' " p.OH: 
FE I- AUT OimT I C ' D EC LA'S S I F I C A 1 1 OM GTJID F 
DATE 10™04™Z010 „ '--.'' 



August 17s\1951 



PERSOmL AUD, CON, 



MTo Alex Rosen 

Federal' Bureau of Investigation 

B'aQhington^- Do Co y^ 



Dear Sir: 



I': 



I was astounded when I learned that you arranged^ 
to have a special conference of all glerical employees of 
your .division on Auguat 7^ 1951 but did not perQondlly / 
handle' this conference^ Obviously a matter of such tre^ ' 
mendouB importance to your division and to the Bureau as 
a whole should not have been delegated to a Special Agent' ,- 
Supervisor in your division and it .would seem that you 
mould' have ta^cn the initiative to appear before this con-' 
ference and handle Jt yourself i, It does not appear that ^ 
any of the ranking officials in your division attended this 
conference and most certainly they should have attended in ' 
order to" be aware of the viatters^ that you were calling to 
the attention of the various clerical .employees^ 

\ X want you to definitely, understand Z/will not 
tolerate a repetition of such an indifferent attitude to 
your responsibilities as Assistant Director of the' Inveslji^ 
gqtive Division and hereafter I want\you to personally 
appear ^bef ore all general conferences of .employees of your 
division and to personally take charge of the 'conference^ 
'7ou should of course perso7%aLl;A^e3::t>lain the more important, 
and substantive matters ta^^^^alled to the attention of 
the employeeso '^C^^ ' or/-// ^ 

Should t^m be ay/ailufe^^on your part to ab^e cr 
by the specific instructions ^T ha^ve^^Wsued Ji^n- this ins^nqg^ 
you may be' assured nigre seve^re. administr/xjjpe action w^,l.'^e 
takeno ' : :': *'-' . V 




t 







Jf ... 

Very truly yaurs^ 



Hoove n- 



Ladd. 




Rosen 



John Edgar' Hoover 

' ' '- - - ' ^ Director " ^ 

It vn.ll he your personal responsibility to insure that^Mr. 
abides: by the instructions set forth in, this communication* 
Should, you find there As any reason for Mr^ Rosen not, taking ^ 
charge of the conferences I have indicated^ he is. to personally 
take the matter up with you and I am 'to versonally approve any 
absences^ - < .. • * 



OFFICE OF DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

/ TO 

OFFICIAL INDICATED BELOW BY CHECK MARK 



Mr, Tolson 
Mr, Clegg 
Mr. Glavin 
Mr. Ladd 
Mr. Nichols 
Mr. Rosen _ 
Mr. Tracy _. 
Mr. Harbo 
Mr. Alden 
Mr. Belmont 




C ) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
{ ) 



Mr. Laughlin 
Mr. Mohr 
-: Mr. Nease 
., Miss Gandy 




See Me 

Note and Return 

For Your Recommendation( ) 
V/hat are the facts? ( ) 
Remarks : ^ 






ti''''*'^^^ 







^P'/S"^^ 



lol 



1 



4^^^ 



J \¥'' 



if 



(^ ak 



w 




^ 



\ 



^ 





.*.ii 



:..}■„ 




'>,,'.' 1 







Septer.ber P.5^ lt^51 



Mr. Alex Bosen 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Jaahingtorifi D^ C* ^ 



Tolson 

Ladd 

cleeg 

Olavln 

NlcholB 

Ro8«n . 

Tracy 

Harto . 
Alden , 

BeLoont 

Laughlln _ 
Uohr _^ 
Tele. Room 
Nease 
oandy 



Dear tiro liosen; 

J am, tori ting at this tine to 
expreat: to you my sincere com:endfit%on for 
the exc ellent n^nner ir^ i-MiGJ^ t he aas^ in^ 

volvihg ] ~^ bad2u v:ant(^d 

Z. G. Fugitive in a Danh :WTbery case^ loas 
hcJh(Sle<i. ^% 

"^he api^e^ension of this notorious 
fugitive^ u>as a s^rce of erArer\e gratiftcation 
to me cJui I am nindful of the verii efficient ' 
and capcvble supervision afforded by you and 
cert^.in employees uiule.r uour direction.^ ^,,cio 
not'v)ant this op'>ortunity to pas^ inthout '^ ' 
extent^ ing my personal appreciation to you for 
the e^cceptionally fine vay in which you " 
hcntiled the overfall 3Upcri>ision of this Co^se* 



SincerBly^ 



bb 



5' MS? 



H 




t J 



CRD:gc 



—M¥M/ 







.0 \^' 




..<^^ 



A* 





October 9, 19S2 ' 



Mvt^Alex Hosen 

Federal Bureau of Inveatiyatibn 

Un i ted States tfepa rtment . of Jus t i pe 

WasHingtdn, D^ d, ^ - ; ^ . ^'^ r 



Dear Mr^ Boaen: 



aij(vin 

NlchDlB I 

ROflWl - ' ' 

: Tracy ^ 

Sartw 

LutghlU _ 

Jtohr 



J want to tdke thf 8 .opportunity, 
to, es^pre^Q to you ny sincere ccrnmenddtton ^ 
for , the Bplendid manner Jn which the irecejat' 
survey of the noat aituaiibn/i^ds handledi^ 



The very thorough. fasMori: in ^ , 
which the report' of this survey waS prej- , V ^ 
pared^ particularjy\ in ui^w of the limited \ ' 
'time allotted^', ia certainly evidenhe of the 
splendid Buperuiaipn you afforded this matter^ 
I am aware of the fine services you rendered ^ 
on this occaQion and want you to l^now of my 
personal appreciation^ 



OCT 10 1951 

MAILED 20 




Sihoerelu, .^^ .'. 




'■■■■ ^ ^ Hi int', ' / 





11 OCT 19 19b 









^^A 



/'r/^ 






/ 



September 6, 1951 
MaiORAIOJy POP. THZ DIRECTOR 



The following Special Agents in Charge are presently on probatia 



NA^!£ 

E. A.Ysoucy 



OFFICE 



Ml ' 



LAST DATE OF LAST NIXT 

INSPECTION RECHECK INSPECTION 



RKASok 




Knoxville 1-30-50 12-11-49 
ContLiued 
5-10-51 



A. C.iSchlenker- Savannah 



10-13-50 l-U-49 
Continued 

11-16-50 



P.ply, II 
(Ord to Butte) 



II. OJHawkins 
(Ord to Mobile) 

J. B.mlcox 



Norfolk 



5-8-51 2-21-51 



y DallasJjA Y 5-15-51 4-13-51 
)( Seattle4VuA-24-51 4-23-51 



— Not assigned Lack of informant 

coverage in Boston 
Division and be- 
cause of delin- 
quencies disclosed 
in the inspection 
of the/Pittsburgh 
Office,!^ J'^"' ^' 

— Assigned to Failure to main- 
Mr, Brown. tain stenografliic 
1st on his wor'tC in current 
list, condition and in- 
adequate informant 

; coverage in the 
Ysan Juan Division, 

— Not assigned Delinquencies dis- 

closed durin^; in- 
spection in the 
y Albuquerque,', / 
Division, - f 



8-30-51 



Not assigned Delinquencies dis- 
closed nurLng 
inspection. 

Not assit-,ned Delinquencies dis- 
cloi^ed during 
in-spection. 






/ 



V I 



NAT'E 


T-T'PT.F 


DATE 


G. O.^CalXan 


Xn spec t ox- 


S— X— 5X 


..X-o.«. 


Assist aj-l-t 
Direci^oi- 


S— X— 5X 




Sec-fcion 


S-fe_5X 


IE- T>.y^,^^<,n 


Ass • -fc -fco Mr. 
CXees 


S-g-5X 


- -x^— - 


Assis-fcaj-i-fc 


s-xo_5: 



>£" a. I3epax--t-- 



A^ a x-esuX-fc of -fche serious cdeXd 
in c orrne c -fci on -wri-fch -fchie Wand Xing 
men-fcaX AF>F>Xic ajn -fc in-v-es -fcies-fc ion . 

As a i-esuXt of ±.Y-e serious ci eXin ciuen ci e s 
in connec-fcion -wi-fch -fche handXint:; oC a IDeps 
i-fc in-i.-e,j-fcigation . 



i-fcaX AF>J3Xi< 



-fcl-ieXI*^®==^=':"^s Section . 

A y X> > - , - ^^ / 

In -triew oiT the mawSrae i- ^iA -"wt-ii c >=i cer-tain as,- 
msn-fcs -wer-e car-r-isd axxt. in c onne c tion -MBri -fch 
Recoi-cis ancJ Oomnun ic a-fcions Oi-,- is ion . 



In -vie-wr or -fcl-ie cor 
in whicn a meinoi-ar 
Aciminis-fci-a-fcive Di, 



R.es ii>ec -fcf \iXXy 



oXe-fceXy U-ns a -fc i s f ac -fc o r;.- max 
clTi rn wras TDx-ep? ar-ed by -fcl-iio 
isio:^, -wi-t-li x-es^^c-fc -fco ce3 
in-voX-v-ijn^ ernj^Xoy^ee oi" fch« 
ications Di-'.'-y s i. on. . . ^ ,^ 



X 



X 



T?'. R. OXa-w-in 





:^i^' 



:-t^ 



•: ^. yT \ 



t^\ 



Mi^Mfa9l^tm • trnmblmtEs GovB&NMBNfl 






»«ni .TUy M, i951 



be 






"tLA 



t)£^A/ 














#99 ropt* 






he 



1^ 

r 



IN' 



o ' 






Th9 fclltfima 



m 







MMirw If fflfMnmr""*" "*"* ft *** 



1 



98ttff{ 



_«» sn eemt^^Qti^n with e® (ifty90«t9ot(0ii 



licii:. 



as t9 tA^ «tmft9P 



i« fft9 MMW fflllff^Ji<lflrr^lfiiiifi ^ 



?tgrfn 



^ IW7TF1 f^*ll} /K73^ Ifin^ 







MurstJM 



aeWmUji ttkOa^ft th9 Vat 
fWSriiait hava ft««R a 

pr9994 /w **• #•» f»r» 9ffU9 by ^(ffitf ffii^«p«lt«p, Ai I 



rr»r» o//fo« end ««« r»/l»et»4 (• a p»^ei*t 



iA^ Jl^fliPjB^ 






iif<*s*Wi: 







\t MmtAk9 




he 






llfitf 



9/ th9^ Hm9 eii9m04 /tP d9iv»j9t<M^ thta JfeM nMklS k&ps b§M $9 






* .rirt:^: I'Tm.rwTTT.rr ij* 



- I I tf «ft«' AV9««ft|W«lM J»<IV««<M./ It- MM p9tmt94 ••% tMt «<««« 
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uniteiUtates government 



TO jjfr* aiavin 
''ROM 'ff* I* Sdward$ 



SUBjECTf 





DEPARTMESTAl APPLICANT 
Legal Stenographer 
Lands Division 
Washington, D. C. 



DATE: July 84, i95 





l%e recent review by the Training and^Inspection Division 
in the handling of the captioned case disclosed 2 principal delin- 
quencies: 



b6 



]dai€d May 29, 1951, at 



The report of SA r~ 
Washington, !?• C*, reflects an interview with an employee of the Tax Division 
of the department of Justice when in fact the employee interviewed in con- 
nection with this investigation was an employee of the Lands Division under 
the Department of justice, and the report was in error • The repgrt was ap- 
proved in the Washington Field Office by Supervisor G* JfGrutn>ggntiI e. The 
case was supervised at the Seat of Government hy SA \ I 

Explanation 

Agent \ | . who is now assigned to the Knoxville Division, has 

advised that he does-'^not now recall whether the intervien'^ mentioned above 
was with the Tax Division or the Lands Divisisi* After dictating his report 
he did not see it again because of his enrbj^Sffio In^-Service Training^ 




It was also conoludedWy the Training Division 
tion of this Departmental Applicant was not sufficiently 
following instances of this deficiency were cited: 




rmjBtiga' 
gh,: dm the 



■t^' 



a) The application reflected that the subject had left her previous 
employment at the Securities and Exchange Oomuission for [the purpose of 
studying advertising, but according to the personnel records in the SEC ^ 
office in Washington, she resigned in June, 1943, because of ill heg^tH^ No 
effort was made to resolve this discrepancy or to determine the .aHual 
reason why she left the SEC* Her SEC employment had been in hw^pork city. 
-_.-, -._.»._ ,^ ..._^i \ ^^p^^^ j^^^g ^^^ y,y^^^g^g^ ^^^^ office* " '" 

v^ AQent \ I could not recall why a copy of his.repprt was^^not 

designated for the New York Office. -/^ ' 

b) The applicant had worked previously for Pan American Airways 



and copies of Agent 
Explanation 



JIC:bls 

CC: Mr* Clegg 
Mr* Rosen 



;f 



he 
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^y 



\in VJashin{^ton as "private secretary - general secretarial work='. The assistant Vice- 
i President was riterviewed in connection with this case and he verified that the appli- 
'cant had worked as a personal secretary for slightly more than a year and recoiriended 
her favorably. However, no other employees of the airline office were interviewee; m 
an effort to secure inforratioii regarding the "general secretarial work" which her 
application showed she had performed, and the inspector felt that this shoiild have been 
\done. 

Explanation 

Asentl Icould offer no reason why other employees of Pan ..merican ^virways 



were not 'interviewed. He recalls that he had called at this off ice late in the afternoon 
and interviewed the Assistant Vice-President. This was after other employees hao leit 
for the day, 

c) During fluent | [ investisation which nas made in fiay, 1951, information 
was developed that in 1926 the applicant had applied to the State Department for a pass- 
port at which time she Rave a permanent address in Miami Beach, Florida, and a miiing 
address in New York City. This was the first tine that, either address had appeared in 
this investigation, and no leads were set out to the Miami Office to have credit and crim- 
inal records checked in that city. The inspector noted that a neighborhood mvostir^ation 
would not have been in order in view of the lapse of time since the passport application. 



Scplanation 



offered no reason for not setting oit a lead to the Miami Division. 



\ 
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be 



|i He admttef thSTsIicira^leirappearerroglcal and coiild^not recall t-at he had previously 
1 1 given consideration to it. 

I d) On the apolication form and in the Bureau iinvestigation there are definite 
kaps in the applicant's employment record - in one instance from ?'arch, 1932 to pril, 
1936, another instance from June, 1937 to .-.ugust, 19liO, and arain from June, 19W to 
Itorii, 19li9. A report submitted by the New York Division disclosed that the applicant 
i aSd h^r brother had rented an apartment from 1938 to Februaiy, 1950, but tnere was no 
■ information as to whether she was personally living in. the apartnent dorint: uhat en.ue 
period, what she was doing, whether she was being supported by her brotner, or whetr.er 
she was engaged in any activities which might reflect favorably or -mfavorably upon .>er. 

Explanation 

With respect to the gap in emplojinont from J-ane, 19);; -to npril, 19li?, the ?iew 
York Office wrote the Bureau on May 9, 1951, renuesting that consideration be given to _ 
having the applicant interviewed by the Washington Field Office in order to fill in t.io 
period. The New York and Washington Field Offices were advised by telet;/pe ..".at suca an 
interview was not desired. This teletype was prepared by Supervisor [ 
initialed for 
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; u 



Mr, 



Sectdon Chief CaUan ^CZI by Mr. Rosen, and for Mr. Ladd by 
Ladd's Sec»y. 

Conclusions of the Training and Inspection DlYlslon ! 

The Training Division concluded that the erroneous description of the Justice 
Department employee interviewed in this case as a Ta x Division employee instead of a 
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Lands Division employee was the responsibility of SA 



In this connection the 



Investigative Division had pointed out that the supervisor reviewing the report had no way 
of knowing in which division she was employed and there was no apparent reason why the 
Departjnental Directoiy should have been consulted^ 

I It was likewise concluded that the failure to ^resolve the apparent discrepancy 
/concerning the reason wly the applicant left the Securities and Exchange Coraiiission, 
/ the failure to interview fellow employees at the Pan American Airways regarding any 
f general secretarial work the applicant may have done, and the failure to set out a 
lead for the Miami Division to have made credit and criminal checks on the basis of the 
addresses furnished in 1926 as well as the failure to fill in the gaps of 3, L and 6 
years respectively in the applicant's employment record were the responsibility of 

^e®"^l land that Field Office Supervisor Gentile and Bureau Supervisor rn should 

have detected them from the investigative report and taken corrective action. 

Recommendations of the Training and Inspection Division 



\|Su£enjdsor 



"he Train ing Division has recommended that AggB fl ~| jlMJ!leId„.Qfflce- 



,b?^A_^®c®ive fetters of censure for their misharidling of thls~case, 

Mith respect to supervision at the Seat of Government, it was noted that this case was 
bne of 8 in which substantivedelinquencies were found during a review of 22? Departmental 
,^Applicant cases. Supervisor] |of t he Investigative Division was.i nv olve.d in 3 other 

case, and 



case 



_^case, namely, the ^ ^ 

case in which inept and inaccurate phraseology' was used in a 



report. Mr. Clegg recommended that in view of his involvement in the k cases named above, 
?HEHXiJor^^:?L£^ an^djbe^jolaced^ on probation^ for 30 jfes^ 



It was also recommended that Section Chief 



and 



because of the delinquencies found in the 8 investigation^ klthouglTthere 
that they personally reviewed or approved any of the reports in question. 



)sen be censured 
no Indication 



Recommendations of the Administrative Division 



IJ 



It is recommended that Agent 



be censured for, the error in his report 
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describing an interviewee as an employee of the Tax Division instead of the 
Lands Division and for his lack of thoroughness in this investigation as 
outlined above. 
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a.no-bfT.er -b -i. rr^e ., bij.-b d -C d oo 
a. s CL r>-r- i tjo. -be s e o r- e -b a. r- jj ~ 



s-d - 
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'■He o fe r-e< 
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^e o. i-ed 
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fiad i-esirfe-rf a. -t: an i/ -b -i. m& a. s a 
f^I o -r~-i-<:ia . AT o J. & a.ct s loe t-c s&rt-b 

DStjiaions ./"o r- a. p o SI * c ^ and c. 
iXJCis da-bGd in 1 & S <S 
-bi.ons are n o -b t-&<3x 



i. ncj 



and. , 


d 


Jt */» 


o 


-i. T-Gd 


ti 


nde 


7~ 


WGn * 


«/- 


.r*^ 


O 



-*o isr&io JTorfc, or- JLT* ex-m i 
-ed-i-b e?^<?e-Ar_ tz*^ * s c»7:»jo-Z i «? <3 * * o y» 

;gr/» rte- i grfx b'o r-fj.o od -i txug a -b-i gcx — 

au.cfi c%T~Gijt.7n.a-ba.n.GGS, a. jy p 3. -L a a. n -t 
■ T- s o^ <^3^ r oLrtd -t -b a.pp< 
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.Age n-b\_ 
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and -b7T.e Me m Yor-tc O f f * c e sif^oxj-ld 
■Cd&n-bi. *t/ o^ I I 



rt.&c1t^&d 



\-t. n^o T-TJi&d S.A(7 ;3ojj.c%/ -bn., 

-bfT.a pcRSSjoor--b jna -b-b& r- CM.nd -bft.ea.-b */»«■ d e s-b -i. na-b-i- on i 
■in -bf\G ct.'js js X -I. c a. -b i o n. ^ and Tt,e i~e<sa.Ji3.s d* sd^ss-fngr 
fx X s szj. r>& r-v * sor- a.nd */»« j/ ^& JL -b -t -b toa s vin n& c e s so. r-tf 
u. p on. -bfvs d e s -b 2. rxa, -b i o n a.TtgJ.G. f£e does n. o -b r-eca-XX 

-r-e as on ^o r- otti. %. -b-b ^ n^ a. le a.d -b o jrx o t- -tda or- JTe xo ITo r- 
a. X -b ft, o tx ff h -bfie _fXXG too. s n o -b a. xj a. -i. X a. t> X 



-b Tte i~ecaXXs 
a. s n. o -b s/i oton. 
-bTx t. s J-ac-b ta-C-bft. 
t/ -bo J'oXXoxo 



■ r-i Xe tDid a /x < 
'!/ pre vl. oij.. 



-bfxi 

, and 
7t.-i.Tn, fte s-ba.-bed. -i. -b 
fxaxje t>een se -b J'or^Tt 



st.de T-a. -b-i. < 



S. X3 u, r -t rx s^ -b?x e -i. rxxje s -b -t. g a.-bt. on' ct.rtd ort -bfte a- fyp X % a tx- -b % o ft 

^OT-TTt -bfte T~e are de^-i.n%-be gaps -in -bft-Se em.pXovm.en.-b record oj" 
appXicran^. XTn one -ins-bance J^rom Jftaraft., X&3S -bo A pr % X ^ X936i 

-in an o-bfter -ina-bance J'roTit ,J-zx.ne , X93'7', -bo Ait-Cf i^ s-b X9^.0f and 
]in an o-bfter -i ns-bance J'rom .Tune, XS-OrS, iin-bt. X JL T,r i. X , X 94 & . 
iTfte J\reziy T"07~;t O^.f-ice repor-b d-isaXoses -brxa.-b a.p p X * g a-n-b an.d. 
j fte r bro-bfter ren-bed a-n a-pa. r -bme n -b J'rom X &3e -bo Fe t> riia.r %f , X 9S O ^ 
' t>vt-b -bfte re tae re no en-bries as -bo toH-e-bfter sfte persona.XX%t toa.s 
X-ixj-ing in -bTte a oa. r -bvne n -b dij.r-ing X 9-^.3 and 



\ -too. s d o i n.g , or toTte -bft. 
\ or xa fi. e -b ft. e r s ft e Tjaa. s 
1 -bTte oozu.n-bi~i/ zi^ ^ i o fz m 

\zj.r>on ^er. JT-b a-ppecLi-s -bfta-b a -b X e a. s -b 

\ -bvoeen ^ixne, X S'^ 3 , and ApriX, X949, 
'■ T'-i.e KTeuj l^orTc O.f.fice wr o -be -bfte Szxrea 
^asfced -b?t.e Btj.rea.iu -bo co 
-bt-te appXican-b in-beruie 



t>U 



r sfte laa. s tie i rtg sij.ppoT~-bed 

j-t.ga.cjed i rt a.n. %/ a.c -b i xj -i -b i e s in i 

Sr^t-b re.fXea -b ^/-a xj o rci. b X x^ or tj.nj"c 

-b?T.e sia^-Tjear 



>^ 



Xd be e^iTpXa.i nee 
n l/Ta. jj 9, X 9S X , c 
sider -brx.e ad. xj i so. b -i X -i -bu oj" fta-xj-ii 
ed bxj Ura. s b. i n. 3 -b o T% SF'i.eXd 0,f,fiae 
npX ojjm.en-b s-ba-bu.s J'rom ^Lj.ne, X943j, -bo 

s Bxj. reaxj. ' s id -i re d %. c -ba-be^ci b x/ 3xx.pe rxji so : 

i -biaXed J' o r CaX Xan b x/ \ | Jiosen, and 

d s o n „ inj'orrrted -bfx e Ifew YorJK and Wasb.ing-bon F -L e . 
-b?xa-b -bb.e in-beruiexa oj" -bb.e a.ppXican-b xlto. s n o -b d. e 







The SuT3er -w-3-Sor' si-fc -fclie Biii-ea-xx ha-d 
3 c\ii-e<a i- 



-fctlis Etp>]n>eaj~s i_rn.i>jr-a>.c:-tic:s3- . 






s an<l Tax IW. vis ion. 



X-fc is s-fc-SL-fceci -tlaa-fc "fciie oni^r oc 
:r -the Nerw Yoi-lc r-epoi-t i-fc is 



txent -bh -we] 
mx^rx-t. ot>-t«i.iir»^ci ii 
o:£" tiei- o^<m ^cicol-d" _ On 

>-fceca -tixa-t. -bwo fellLc 
si-t, -tine SEC -wei-e iii-fce3r-vier»«eci, t>o-tti of -uhom fHumistxeta fBt-woi- stole 
in*~ox-msi-tioi-i . The dis o jr-ei3«-ncy- ir> -the i-etisoia foi- i-^sienSL-tiol» is 

n.o-te<a, t>ii-t. as her emjpioymen-fc -was sa-tisf ac-tory- i-t does no-fc a.F>pea.z- 
■fcha.-t -this is of conseiiixence . 

3, I-t is toelie-wed -tlia--t insisin-vich sJs ».iDp>Xi cetn-t -wox-lceci «ls a. 

px-i-wa-te oeox-e-tary -t»iai-t -the in-tei-vievr ^wi-th ■tha.-t indi-wiclaxaa. -wa.s 
STiff ioien-t for -the pvu-poses of -fchi-s ixi-v-es-tiE^-tion . The i-er>oJ-t , 

deax-ly iritaio st-tes -th^a-t she -kras -the jaex-sor^aX secx-e-tai-^r -to[ 



s-tax-ial 



id does 
-Ic - 



>-t indica-te "that 



ih.e -was e: 



-then a 



ti . Biu-eau BxiOLie-tin #8 da-ted 2/XT/Si -which Ximi-ts neishtoox-hood 

ixTV-OB-tiga^-tions "to "the Xas-t 5 yeax- pei-iod ha^s "been irx-tel-pi-e-ted -to 

mean -tha-t ijr a neieiht.oi-hood in-wes-tiga-tion i 

Xea.cl TrfoxxXd n<:>t toe s en-t nie3~eXy fox- -the pixx-piose 

checks - The BiiXXe-tin i-tseXf does no-t x-equix-e -tha-fc -th.es 

Since -the Passi>ox-t AppXica-tiox* -was da-ted in X926 axid in -th< 
atosence of any dex-oea-tox-y inf oi-ma-tlon concex-niixe -the a-pp^-i can't i-t 
does no-t a.i3r>eax- ■tha.-t a^^y toenef j-t TJo-uXd ha -v-e toeen dex-i-wed f x-om 

-frri-th sstp>s iTi ^Tiip>Xoyni^n-t sixxd -s^iXX 
incXude hex- s eXf — x-e:p>ox-ted s-tlxdy of advex-fcisixlg . The Bnx-eaM h as 

tzc>^& o-n x-ecox-d and toy meimor-and-ixm da "ted 2/X5/SX, I | -was 

a^c3-w-ised o^" -the inadecjTiacy <>£" -ttie inf oxima-tion a.j>i3eax-ixig on -the 
S-tSLXwiax-cJ Fox-m 57 -wliich <wa.s xased in -this ca^se- A-t -th,a.-t -tinne i-t 

was suefjes-ted -tha.-t coinp.Xe-te en»p>Xoynt»en-t Xis-tine toe fvix-nished axid 
if -uxi fcgi i t^ Xoy^d .a i3-tsi-tewne>n-t sl^ -to -th.^ p>ex-^ox»*s ^cr-ti-w^i-ty _» sixcsh. CLS 
hoiasewife, and -the addx-ess »»hex-e X i-w-ixig dixx-ine "the pex-iod . 




p ^_^^ 




3-^1*^, A-fc. is to -be no-fcecl -e.bA-t> slxs a:«oi«ae<i &*• 
ixi Hew -SCox*: Ci-fcy- ^ri'Un txex- Isx-ol^liex- dxurixie "titka-fc -time - Thoi-e w&s r 
ix^f oz-ma-bioxm deveO-opecS f x-otim zieiel>boz-s ija.-tex-v-i<B-we!<a; -fciia-fc. stie fc«&ca X< 
Xlevr "SCox-lc daxrS-nfiS -t>krl.8 pearLed and 0x10 ia.ea-et«fc>o»- gpecJUT J-c wT T jr commez 
-bbcL-fc aba 3.ef-fc. -fclaei-e ija :Ftel>r-»xa3ry, 1950 -to -bsOce a posi^l.oxi in 
%»»f»lTlTig-te.on. OTbev Vcnesr o^ nc. rampa-oarmen-t on ii«r- pajc-l^ d»xr-ir»e -fciiio 
p^x-iod eua.d -cr^us pac-«>l>sA>ly Iceepljrxs lioias^ f 01- Ixei- texro-fclxear els -blxe 
" in^aa.-fei.oxi.ed -felisL-b oxaXsr SLpr>m-c:«m-ti an.<i faea 



3-bbea 



s sided in 
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X -t em. 1 — X^ -t s * t. n,s I 
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r-/ Li U.!-!-. J <3 T- ltd. ^t f? -^ 1 
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^*«^ » « « on. 

si^rn « s™ 'ftft.e .^«o*«<?e^ ^^1. Xe£ t ng and fr 
door- a.rtt:g *>»& c^ g- n<s t-o. Jl o i> G ■& j~ Lftx -tf £ cj r% s' i 
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a-d $^ zafio too. b tJG t~ 
J~e'srfc— cf i. rt a. net 







.fo r- a. or-* tja *, 
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7. 






I )* ' \. 



were not fumi$hed the ffw York :ffiefi^ |^« » conaeq.encc 
no i»quiri&9 mre fUd-Se a$ ti) V>r \0a2th <^^rf the only 
combat et^noeming her r&aignatioj^ m9 that V\e f0aignQd 
on her om aecort*" TMs tncGn$i9teney faB not, t erefure, 
clarifiedf> The nature of Her ill h^aith m^ not dfSv-Ia^ui 
or report ^^on as to whetier it w^s rnk'ttl, Qhrv^ic 
or oa$uaT% 



'^AC f^ouoy stated that Agmi I \ recoil a 

that the ap!>iitant mrked in Se^ fork antf thai ie hlk,^^ 
to the mr$onnel officer utho had ai^'ilayl^ vnly het 
r)erBQfinel record card fr on rAich "M infers,, ^im wee 
reo^^rted t^hin. ,% dlf, no' recnll hy ^^ co'yy pf Uis 
report me not deeinnatei for tM Sem Jolrk Office <^ if 
this mre eo* 

5^ • At>plic^ht mrked /"or Fnn Amripan fi^rld ^irmye 

U t^sH^ion oe 'Viyate e^crt'iary - gdner^xl secretaria} 
k^vrk'' to the iQei$tant Vice f're^Mentp ^ho u)a$ in^^^rvUwcd 
and t^e e^plom^nt a« ":>eraoml aecretary'' /cr ^lifi^hi'ly 
over a year was verified ^nd i^he w:$ rediO^mnded fa -.tably 
hy thie officiaU Since ^he wae engaged in generdl 
eeeretaridl work, a$ mil ae ^Tivo.te eeo^eta-i/ work, it 
weuld appear logical that during thi^ rice-it- periii^J ^f 
enploymni ending ^n /arch^ 135}, ut'ier:^/\nloy€r:8^^Gf .^n 
Amric^n 'i- rid Airmye s.HrwI,^ have be&n[inisrvii:w^d* 



\ SAC Soucy reoo*''3 th^t ^gmt[ \r.'if::i'^er$ 

i inf^rtfiewing the Asnetant noe "rcBidem. 'Je d^ods not 

knm t^e r^aeon othsTs m^ act interviifweu, ^^t \'u& 
1 reeolUotion is thai he culled at thU ^$tabliAn$nt U-'.i 

i in t\^ afternoon after v:h'r e^Moye^B had Ce^rscrtiid fr^ri 

\ tie kuifdt^ d^ that all oth^re mre gi^ne^ a& ( ifered 

ne alibi for not returning tv se f^herimo'oyeesat 

another tise, hni did point out that n:>pli^^-^nL ^y^^rkri 

ae a. r^ripate aecretcry^ 

\ . 4^ Vjring the inifestig-ii n^ the\r0^:jrt ' f I: ti 

I { discuses t'lat {\e^ an-^limmi^a ^iriUc^ti ^^ or 

' c m^e/'crt ''it tV''; ^""^tate ''e-^rt^^^nt ^^/le<?fc^ d a xH^^n^^'4t 

addr^ ,,« ne I _ ^ riorida , and 

a milinc: address ^c/o I J-JlgiL. 

fork Ciiv*" Thi$ m$ t^e f^irst in.^ia-*c\e ^i$re 
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bb 



bb 



and tha fir$t Instance indicating thai tHe appiioaiit 
\ad rQoUied at any tiew ae a ^^permnent dddf^a©" iti 
Florida^ A'o leais were sent to ^eis Tori^ qt Uicmt < > 
FAviBions for a Dollee and credit oheck$ fhte appiicatti^n 
was datetf in ?955 and, although neighHriood inwsttga* 
tivns ar^ not required under such oircunitanocBp applicant 
\r.as ne'j$rtheles$ twenty^five years of age^ and it Appeare 
that her r^olice and credit rocord$ ehould have been checked 
by t\e ¥iani 0^'ftce and the New fork Office ehoM ham 
inquired a$ to th$ identity of Philbia$ ' 



Agent] \informd SAC Soucy that he recalU 

t\e passnort mtter and that the deetinatim was not BhoM 
in the amplication, and he recalls diecueeing this fact with 
his euoerifisdr and they felt it was unneieseary to follcw 
up on the destination angle* He doee not recall lAe 
reason for omitting a had to Florida or Seis York,\ and 
although the file was not available to HH, he etdtcd it 
opocnr^-d logical that such lead anould fuiyo been mt forth 
but he doe^ not rscall any previous consideration of 
8Hch lead. 

5* During the init&Qtigation and on the application 

torn there are definite gape in the enploym nt record of 
applicant. In one instance fro^ March, IJ32 to April, 1936; 
in another inHance frost June, 1937, to Augaet 1340f and 
in a'lother Instance fron June, 19-^3, until A^ril, IHh 
The iiew York Office report discloses that applicant and 
her brother rented an apartmnt frotn 19^ to February, 1950, 
but there toe re no entries aa to v}hether8he pemotj^lly me 
Jiving in the a^arti^ent during 1943 an^':lM9 or what ehe 
tsas doing, or whether .s/ie was being $unoorted by her brother 
or whether sthe m3 engaged in any activities in or out of 
the c(!nntr^j nhioh '4ight reflect favorably or unfavorably 
nrjon her. It aooears that at UaBt the eix*year gap be^ 
t^een Jnne, 1045, and April, 1949, ehouli be explained. 
?* e >>»' York O'fi'^e t^jrote the Burean on Hap 0, 19S1, and 
asked the Bureau to consider the advieability of having 
the anolicant intervie&ed by Uahington Field Office 
concerning her e^oloynent etatua froM June, 19^13, to 



April, 1M 9. the Burecu^ 8 wire iictatedby Supervieor 

{and, initialed for Callnn bn l I Soeen^ and Ladd 
by I ] xnforBed the //ea? York and Washington Field 

Ofhce that the interview of the applicant ms not desired. 






be 



bb 



'LYt 



he 



!• The Super visor at tlie Bureau had no m^ of knoidng 
whether I \ mB connected witJa the Lands and Tax Division. 
This could ha^/e been secured from the Departoent' Directory but 
this appears Unpractical, 

2. In the absence of any inforantion developed during the 
course of the investifjation indicating that applicant had ever 
suffered any serious illness or that alto was mentally unbalanced, 
it docs not appear that inquiries concerning h^ health were in 
order. It is stated that tiio only cosKaont obtained in New York 
concerning her was that "she resigned of her own accord". On 
pn:e 6 of t^t© New York report it is noted that tto felldw employees 
at the S C were interviewed, both of \ibm furnished favorable 
information. The discrepancy in the reason S&t rosignaticai is^ 
noted, but as her en^jloy^ent was satisfactory it does not appear 
that this is of consequence. 

3. It is believed that inassnidi as af^licant worked as a 
private secrotaiy that the interview with that individual was 
sufficicffit for the purposes of this investigation. The repor t 
clearly indic ates that she was the personal secretary to | I 

I I and does not indicate that sh© was en^'jaged in ^^eneral 
secretarial work. 

li. Itocau Bulletin §b dated ?A7/5l which litdts neiglibortiood 
inv*' stif^afcions to the last 5 >-ear period has beeii interpreted to 
mean UiPt if a neigiikorhood investigation is the only lead, thofi a 
lead would not be sent merely for the puipose of credit and criiainal 
checks. Tlie Bulletin itself does not require that these checks be 
.•nade. 

sSijice the Pascport /pplic^tion was dated in 1926 and in tlie ^6 
absonco of any derof:atory information concerning the applicfint it 
(ioi)B not appear that any benefit would hav e been derived fro© 
locating md interviewing 



be 



?. This deals priiaarily with g^ in es^loyment and will 

include her self -reported study of advertising. The Bureau has 
cone on record anrl by woraorandurn dated 2/15/51, Mr. /^ndretta was 
advised oi' the ina^'cquacy of the infoiroation appearing; on tlie 
-tffidarc; Form 57 which ime used in this case. At that tiine it 
was su?:{reste(! thot caapleto esuploynient listing be furnished and 
if unemploye(|! a stateinent as to the person's activity, such as 
houcmirifc, and the address where living during the period. 



•li. 



A detailed form ims prepaared waicb t^as furnished to the Dcpartaeiit 
and conferences were had with Kr« Adler in ^ndretta's office con- 
ccminf; this forra* Therefor©, the Tepai^tia^at knotsm tLst unless 
sudi cletaiUs are r:iV'^i, W€ cannot bo expected to to as ccH^ifltJte ar* 
investigation na we could with th© dotailod information* To ate 
no c^iang€B has been laadQ in the fora* 

With particular referenc© to the rerioU jMs:\e, 19l^ to 
l^pr±l, I9h9, it is to be notod tiiat she residei! at one address 
in ^mt Toi^* ^ity with her brother during thnt timo* There vas no 
inforsaation devolopod frorj neinl*^^ ors intorvieve !: that she had left 
Ne^ York during tldo period and one neigM or specificall: cotr lanted 
that she left there in Febriiaryj 19^0 to ta^.e s position In 
Wasnington, Tl^ey kn&u of no ^iplo: ment on h^^r p^rt durin^^ tills 
period and was probably keeping: house for her i^rother as tiie 
neighbors mentiom^d that only arplicant and her brotner rcsiced :n 
the apartiTsont. 



gf;^cj^m9fim 



he 



11 



Item 2 ^ h%8tina \ 1 1» Tax Div iBton iagtead of 

iaudn Division is respt^nsibility of 8A \ _ „_ ^ 

although he did not have a cfkniee to review report after 
dictated^ due to at tendaJMe at In-Service School. Bo 
stenographic notes are nom available* 

.b6 

Item II * l^ailure to reconcile one record that resignation 
waBrdue to ill health d»d find out type of illness mhtch umid 
cause resignation when application claimed another reason 
was of consequence so as to determine Quali/ioatio^ and 
honesty of applicant^_Failure to send lead to if, T* Office 
is chargeable to 3A \ ~~\ Report aoproved fo r SAC by . 

6,tf.6,ff)« laiiialled bu Suvervisor ] 1 Section Chief 

is C. C^ Gallon and Assistant Director Al Rosen is Division 



\ Chief. 



It&n III « The answer that report does not ifidica^^ applicant 
engaged ii^ general secreterial worh as a justification for 
not seeing others than her tmmedlate superior ia Pan American 
Airways office 1^ true but misleading. The application 
sHoiPS ^Private Secretary - general secretarial worh.^ Others 
were not seen^ They should have been* 

Responsibility - same as for Item 11^ above. 

Item IF- Although tfie place of **Permanent Residence^ in 
Florida of 25 years ago as well as rniil a'^^drepiS in tf.F.C. 
had not been disclosed by applicant, AfSAC Fletcher believes 

- f^ - 
^C. M. Gentile 






polioe record and credit record should have been 
checked at Florida ^pirmnent residence" and so d6 !• 
This was during adult life of applicant. Mo authority 
for omitting thise checks has been Issued. 

Responsibility • same as for Iten^ U, above » 

Item 7*1/ Bureau undertakes Investlgntion and 
there are gaps in record of 3$ ^» i^^^ ^ y^c^^^ - ^^^ bureau 
should fill these gaps. This ms not done Tego>T(llcss of Jack 
of completeness of application. 

Res-^onslbiilty - sw^ os for Item II, aboue# 



\ \ 



\ 
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r- l5*re i« »lso..fttii«fl^*<» amsmrctn&um iaUA 7/20/51 fw>» «^« 
■ ¥i e&llan to Htr, Ro-ien i»-repiU.t^ 
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-.^ • . _-r^« Bureau's «vi,.u.nla are cut?fis,;n-t>.:'r,ncapfi,^ 
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to 



FROM. ! 

".': ' I . 

SUBJECT: 



Mr, 

Ifr, 



Tolson 

•f. i« ' 




DATE:; 7/21/51 



be 



BEPARTMNTAL APPLICANT 

fjRST' Judge " \ 

FIRST CIRCUIT COURT 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII 



X M ^^es-rW'LTfut --cc^ I'f 



%aP^ 









Nl». fttViB ^^'' 



[j,^ 



Reference is made 



ta mi//memoran(iur:\ to 



you 



dated 



Judy IS^. 
of Sectibn Chief G, ,C.j\Callan 
Diuis iOfV to 



,***!!;* 



1951, and the attached nemorantium 

iheSDecial Incuiry Section of the Inuestigctive 

o-dj kosen dated ' July SO, which memo7:a(idum. was 
\of that section mho superuised 



of 



pre- 
th IS 



Assistant Direct 

pared by, Sup.eruisor 

particular case* The 

review made as to the . .. „ , - 

captioned individual . The Item num bers, rererred to dre^. in line mith 

my memorandum of July 18, 1951. 



reference memoranda he ue to do\:oiSh the 
adecuacy of the inuestigation bf the above 



bo 



for 

organ i 



i. The findings in Items 1 and 3 were that \ 

whom applicant served as a secretary in a civilian defense 
nation and Governor Ingram Stainback who appointed applicant 
as a Judge on the^Tax Appeal Board were not ihteruieioed^ (The 
answer is given that these employments were verified 'and that 
more than a representat 've number of business' ana social 
acquaintances were interviewed; that it is not apparent that 
Governor Stainback ^nculd be as closely acquain ted wit h the 
applicant as many other persons interviewed^ ) \ and 

Governor Stainback should have been interviemea ana as for a 
Governor in a territory this small, he would he widely 
acquainted* These interviews should s-ttl^l^-e-^tandi^etv'd:^;'/''^ 1 

5. In Items 3 through S2 the findings w^ev.ejfthat a numbei^ of 
individuals when interviewed spoke oflapplicant in his rj^J^ftions 
with ^the ;ieft-}ving element of the IL^^ a's being closelif tied ; 
in; had solicited and supported the political viewsy had ■. 

accepted the political support; had aligned himself ^m\th this ^ 
group; and no clarification or specifics a^e set forth as 
coming from the particular individuals making such^ statements *, 
(Theansvjeris given that 31 sources of simA'lar information 
are reported bearing on applicant *s association with the 
his acceptance of political support from this organisation 
his associations with its leaders, etc*) On an individual 
basis as to the persons cited as inter viewed, specif ics were 
not obtained and thev should be obtained* t,^ ' 



and 






(4/^"^^ 



EBLtaq 



fp^:f<^ 




be 



3. In Item 11 the finding was that an individual interviewed stated 
that he personally knew of a case applicant handled before the City 
Planning Board while he was a City Supervisor and that he accepted 

a retainer and a fee. The identity of the', specific case was not. . 
obtained* (The answer given is that the person interviewed considered 
this as unethical but did not furnish anv information concern mg any 
illegal acts on applicant 's part* That additional invest inat ion could 
be made to ascertain the specific case involved but that it is not 
thought that any particular case would add any weight to the mforma^ / 
tion^ developed in the absence of allegations of illegality^) Unethical 
acts on the part of a person considered for a Judgeship should be of 
great weight and the identity an d facts of this case should be obtained^: 
In additi^on A \ mentioned in Item 14 should be rcQueste[d' 

to furnish the identity of cases where applicant by virtue of his -'"'' 

position as Supervisor was able to receive prompt and favorable 
attention before the Administrative Boards, such as liquor licenses. 

4. In Items 13 and 16j the findings .were that a version stated appli- 
cant successfully avoided military service and was ac\tive in procuring 
deferments for himself; another individual stated applicant deliberately 
avoided military service but in neither case were specifics ^ct forth, 
(The answer is given that one of the persons stated that the applicant 
received a commission in the strictly c ivilian Territorial Guard and 
that this is what was meant by successfully avoiding military service 
and being very active in procuring his deferment •) Spec i fics should 

be obtained from these individ.uals as to what applicant did in actively 
procuring his deferment and deliberately avoiding military duties^ 
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All of the abov^i comment s are 
gation of SA \ \ of the 

his investigavive rep ort catea Fe brua 
handled by Super visor \ | 



sea on 
Honolulu Office 



16, 1950. 



the results of investi- 
as covered by 
This report was 



5. In Item B the finding was that 
in the nature of a letter of endor 
(The answer was given that it was 
of the investig:ition, believed onl 
derogatory information, it was fel 
'be gained in furnishing it to the 
be furnished the Department as wel 
particularly this letter which was 
applicant at a Public Hearing deni 
mentioned in this letter from Hone 
material included in the additiona 

appears obvious that this is one o 

of in the material furnished by 

The letter from Honolu lu covering 
the file by Supervisor \ "l 



subsequent i 
sement not fu 
received subs 
y cumulative J 
t then that n 
Department m ) 
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in the -juay o 
ed Communist 
lulu should b 
1 investigati 
r the letters 



this in format 



nforma ti on was r 
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equent to the co 

and conta m mo 
useful purpost 

Endorsements sh 
ry i nf or mat ion a 
f a certificatio 
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e interviewed an 
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of endorsement 
~jcovered in Ite 
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ould 
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It also 
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6. In Items C and H the findings were that information ma s 
furnished in a letter to the Bureau that one I I had \ 

claimed to be the payoff man for applicant and thaf applicant i - 
was involved in the prostitution racket, but this information 
was not given to the Departments (The answer is given that 
previous investigation did_not substantiate any vice allegations 
as to applicant; that \ ~| has made previous allegations a$ to \ 
other individuals receiving pay-offs which were noi substantiated 
and that on authority, he is considered a pathological liar and a 
constituted psychopath and one who will be in need of institutional 
supervision for the balance of his life. Therefore, it was not '* " 
felt that there was any need to interview \ \ a8 it would appear 



that the truth is unknown to him and that is was not advisable to 
disseminate the information in view of its apparent falseness*) •. 
We should noi have evaluated the truth or falsity of this infer* 
mation, and it should have been given to the Department and such\ 
should be investigated and reported in the additiona l investiQai ion^ 
This letter was initialed for the file by Supervisor 



7* In Item D the finding was that information was furnished to ! ^^ 
the Department as coming from a particular source concerning 
applicant possibly being connected with the establishment of a 
house of nrostitution but the report furnished as io the 
investigation made did not reflect the complete allegation as 
originally received. Since the results of investigation were at 
great variance with the original material sent the Department \ 
there should have been an attempt to reconcile this variance. 
(The answer is given that since the material in the' report is 
first-hand information and that first received and furnished the\ 
Denartment is second hand it is not thought any further reconciliation 
or clarification is needed on this point.) The sources should be " 

questioned as to the variance and the results reported. Thi<:i 
should still be done. This was covered by the report of \ \ ' 

I I dated S-S S-dl at Honolulu and handled here by 



Supervisor 



8. In Item E the finding was that an individual who allegedly 
paid bribes to applicant stated he had shown many considerations 
to members of the Board of Supervisors but that no money was 
vaid. Since apolicant was a member of the Board of Supervisors, 
SDecifics as to these considerations should have been obtained. 
(The answer is given that there was a denial as to the giving of 



<-- 



money .and the person interviewed apparently did not clarify the 
t-jne of considerations he was referring to; that consideration 
does not itself imply illegality and could well mean courtesy 
extended. ) Since we don^t know what these considerations were 
we should have found out and should still do. so. The above 

material y>as in the report of 5A Richard iB. jfetull dated 

^/13/51 at Honolulu and was hand'led hy Sdpgrvtsor l I 

9. The finding inliem F^ was that thereiis an inconsistency 

in information given the Department as to applicant contributing 

articles to the Honolulu Record^ a Communist paper, and if he 

did contribute articles they should have been procured. jThe 

answer is civen that there is no indication that any additionojl 

inforrfiation is available as such came from a trash' cover^ and 

CIC.) Since Honolulu b?' radiogram specifically stated that 

applicavA contributed articles and this was sent to the 

De'par tenant trAs should have been substantiated by the investigative 

report. Honolulu should be requested to verify this. The abov^ 

iras found i?i the report of ^Special Agent \ ^ dgted 



b6 



be 



2/Id/^O and a telet'ype from 'Honolulu da ted 'd/ 11/^0. both Items 

cine hanf>led b'- Suoervisor 



10. Tlie finding in Item G was that inforrvx)Aion was set forth 
on t'-tc administrative oace of the report as coming from the 
Police Department pertaining to applicant possibly being connected 
i^ith collecting money incident to cock fighting. This was not 
furnished the department. (TKr nnRwp.r is Given that this relates 
to information furnished bv \ 1 the psychopath, and for 
ihe same rea.son it was not disseminated.]) The source of the 
Police DcpartmevA infonnation is not shown. It should have been 
inveF^tiooAed and reported to the Deportment. Future investigative 
reoorts should iriclude it with the result of investigation. The 
nc^ove :u:s the report of SA \ \ dated 2/16/5O 

-n' was handled by Supervisor \ ] 

11. l:eir informition received was that applicavA was living 
irit'i a cirf who convnitted suicide. The investigation covered 
th.e sjicide point but did not reveal applicant was living with 
her cn'> further inqu^iries should be made. (The answer is given 
■'i.7t since there is no question, of adultery involved that our 
invrstic^ tion r.uDre than adequoAely covers this point.) Since 
t'.ir amounts to illecol cohobitaAion ani would have a bearing 
on I'.orals, it sh.ould be checked further. 

oo::dlvsi:i:s aiid Rijca^!. ::^nATiciiS: ' . ; be 

I. The investigazion recomtnended herein should be conducted as 
well r^ invef^tication relative to the rri^cterial received. fromV^ l 

I I 



^ Oi\e O k r 
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be 



( 



sho uld 
and [ 



be secured 



from Agents \ 

],E£;/io handled 



2t Explanations 

Richard '3. Stull and \ \ .who handled the fieia 

investigation. Explanations should be secured fron the responsible 
supervisory employee of the Honolulu Office and the Special Agent . 
in Charoe relative to the handling of this case. The responsibility 

' ' * 'end Suoeruisor 

~ ' I 



for the ha ndlino of this case rests with these Ag ents 
I or the Soecial Inouirv Section' of u)hich^__ 



is the Chief. This section is in the 
A. Rosen is t^he Assistant -Director in 



Inuestigative Diuis ion 
charge.\ 



ii/r 



rANB*epFtitiii&9t ! 
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; 'J : 
• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO J 
FROM : 

SUBJECT: 



Mr, Havin 
B. L, Eimria 



DATE; My 24, 1951 



be 



DEPARTUSSTAL APPLICAST l:-™ 

FIRST M3E ■ „ 

FIRST CIRCUn COURTf!) "— 

TSSRITORTOFmAIl'^j-^^^^^^^^^j.,^^, n^iX ':C1 



A receni review by the Training and Inspection Division^ 
of Departuehtal Applicant cases handled by the Investigative 
Division disclosed the following instanced of inadequate ini;e5ti* 
gation in the captioned case: 



L 



for whom applicant served as secretary 
in a civilian defense organisation, and Governor Ingram Stainbaci, 
Viho appointed applicant as a Judge on the Tax Appeal Board, were not 
interviewed. 

Answer of Investiaatiue Division: These emphyments were 
verified and more than a representative number of business ond social 
acquaintances were interviewed. It is not apparent that Governor 
Stainbaci would be as closely acquainted with the applicant as many 
other persons interviewed. 

-?• A number of individuals interviewed spoke of applicant 
in his relations with the left-wing element of the ILWU as being 
closely tied in} had solicited and supported the political viewsi had 
accepted the political support and had aligned himself with this group^ 
No clarification or specifics were set forth as coming from the 
particular individuals making such etotementr.:7^r:^^^^^ 

Answer of Investioative Livisian: \Twenty'one sources, of. ' 
similar information are reported bearing on applicant ^s associatmi 



with the IlfU, his acceptance of political sifppori from this organ Vzal 
tion and his associations with its leaders* : I 

3. One indiuiduaJ interviewed stated he personalty kHew op 
a case applicant handled before the City Planning Board, while he 
was a City Supervisor and that applicant accepted a retainer and o ' 
fee. The identity of the specific case was not obtained. 

Answer of Investigative Divi^itfr\i The person interviewed 
considered this as unethical and did not furnish any information 
concerning any illegal acts on applicant's part. It was not thought 
that the specific case involved would add any weight to the information 
developed in the absence of allegations of illegality. 



he 




,*^ 



4. One person stated applicant successfully avoided military 
service and was active in procuring deferments for himself. Another 
individual stated applicant deliberately avoided military service* In 
neither case were specifics set forth. 

Answer of Investigative Division : One of the persons stated 
applicant received a commission in the strictly civilian Territorial 
Guard and that this is what was meant by successfully avoiding military 
service and being very active in procuring his deferment, 

5. A letter of endorsement regarding applicant received 
after completion of the investigation was not furnished the Department, 

Answer of Investigative Divisions This letter was received 
subsequent to completion of the investigation , was believed only 

cumulative and contained no derogatory information* It was felt 
no useful purnos.e would be gained in furn.ishing it to the Department. 

6. Informat ion was furnished in a letter to the Bure^^u 



not substantiate any vice allegations as to applicant. has made 

previous allegations as to other individuals receiving pay^of/s which 
were not substantiated, and is considered to be a pathological liar, 
a constituted psychopath and one who will be in need of institutional 
supervision for the balance of his lif e. It was therefore not felt 
there was any need to interview ] \ and that it was not advisable 

to disseminate this information m view of its apparent falseness* 

?. Information was furnished the Department as coming from 
a particular source concerning applicant possibly being connected with 
the establishment of a house of prostitution, but the report furnished 
as to the investigation made did not reflect the complete allegation 
as originally received. Ho attempt was made to reconcile the variances 
between the results of investigation and the original material sent 
the Department. 

Answer of Investi gative Division : Since the material in the 
^report was firsthand information and the material first received and 
furnished the Department was secondhand, it was not thought any 
reconciliation or clarification was needed on this point. 



be 



that one\__~~_~jhad claimed to be the pay'^off man for applicant 
and that/mriji)NTbed in the prostitution racket, but this information 
was not furnished to the Department. 

Answer of Investigative Division : Previous i nvestig ation did b6 



r^ 



S- An individual who allegedly paid bribes to applicani 
stated he/M(P sliown many considerations ip members of the Board of 
Supervisors but that no money was paid* So specifics as to these 
considerations were obtained* 

Answer of Investigative Division: There ms a denial as 
to the getting of money and the person interviewed apparently did not 
clarify the type of considerations he was referring to* This does 
not itself imply illegality and could well mean courtesy extended* 

9. There was an inconsistency in information given the 
Department as to applicant contributing articles to the Bonolulu 
Record, a Communist paper, and if articles were contributed, none iter e 

procured* 

Answer of Inveatiaative Division: There is no indication 
that any additional information is available, as such came from a 

trash cover and CIC. <}r ^£4^^ ^t'S^o^W h^^^ (;-eeN 

10, Information furnished by the Police Department pertain^ 
ing to applicant possibly being connected with collecting money incident 
to cock fighting was not furnished the Department. 

injmpr of Inv^Atipative Diviaion: This information was 



furnished by] [the psychopath previously mentioned, and 



mas not disseminated for this reason* 

11, Mew information was received that applicant was living 
with a girl who committed suicide. The investigation covered the 
suicide point but did not reveal applicant was living with this girl. 

Answer of Investioative Division: Since there is no question 
of adultery involved, it is felt the investigation more than adequately 

covered this point. 

he 
i JESPONSIBILITr 

The fiel d investigation of t his case in the Hono lulu Divis ion 
was handled by SAs 



Richard B. Stull and 



] The c ase was suyervi seTat the Seat of Government by Special 



Agent Supervisor \ \ of the Special Inquiry Section of which 

Inspector G. C, Callan is Chief* This section is in the Investigative 
Division of which Assistant Director i. Rosen is in charge. 

JKCOUMENDATIlN OF TRAHING AND INSPECTION DIVISION 

Mr. Clegg recommended: 
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Office Memora 



TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT; 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



H. H. CL3GG 



#'.'^ 



bATE: 

/ 



7/22/ Si 

/'-■--■■ ■■-. '^ 

225./ii^.^b- r&icxing to Departiaental AppHcQMts u^ere 
reviewed* Gf these S, representiiig a total of 3-^S>^ of those 
reviewed, v^ere found to coritain f^ubstart^tive delinquencies. 
A brief swii^'p^ry is as follows: '; ^ 

-J ' T^ Y ^^ 

CASE ■ SU MMARY OF DELI:IOUE}JCIE^ 

I 






Tax Div. 

Typist Applicant 



Lack of thoroughness in 
investigation and- repor 



La^nds Div. \^> "-, 
C le rk-S t enog'rapheh 



] Inconsistency in a 

date as between 
synopsis and detai 



k i: 



Lands Div. ^ 

Clerk'^Stenog rapier 



I'nept and inaccurate 
ph^raseology in report 




RZS?0:!SI3ILITY 
SA Theodore Saiviers, 

Knoxvillc. 
SAC J. A* Robey 
Supervisor Investicntive 

Division ?. i. Turner 




^^fiCOiil?j?D.si 



Si 

Phiiadeimia Of fice>^ 

Field Supervisor j 
now \at Bureau ^ ^ 

Jnvestiga^tive Division 
Suvervisor P. -4. Turner 



SA Jack [-'. Gray, ^FO 
FieUl\ Supervisor G. 'lU 

Geritile \' 

Investi ga t i ve Division 
..Sum^rv.Lsor^ 






, 19^5 investigation 
"i for IfrAte House 
Ao'oointnient 



1 Lack of thoroughness in : ^ -^^^SA -TMn£P^K.- 'i^/g ^;; NYG- ' 



expedite investigation foT{ ^ 
If/lit e House 



?/<^ 7^. - ?f/.nc: rv i gor j 1 



ImLcstic tive Division 



I SupervXsbr 
I Inv e slU'i oa 'tV £e^ J.%V:t s i on 
SuD.erviso,r^ 



Lecal'^StenograpKer 
Lands Division . 




'Pr'epQfV'ed-''<;w}itria.ry^^in- -—' ^ 

lohich 'appeared inforAia" } 

ion re date incon-^ I 



with^ other 
tion furnished. 



--- f:y-V^'^^ 



^Tax Division' instead of ;', SA I 

"'''Lands Division" for one nhu\ of Knoxville Div. 

interviewee. j^ [ j 

Laoh of thoroughness in ^ 3a \ \ Knoxville 



investiaation^ 



H}:C:HD 



iileld Supervisor G. /./. 

Gentile' 
Investigativ e Divif^inn 



^uoervisor 



.b6 



U 1 e r n-- St enog rapiier 
Tax Divisio'fi AoDl leant 



Listing an Assistanp Attorney 
General as a Special Assictant 
to the AttorneiJ General 



Lands Division 
Applicant 



ApplicO'nt Judge 
Haiva.ii 



Failure to interview 
references in a previous 
application which we're 
omitted in later applica- 
tion. 



Lack of thoroughness 
in investiaation 



SA Lester P. Co:ioon 
now resigned 

WFD i??;.nf??-T;7'c;nr 

InvesticQ^tive 
Division 
Supervisor 
P, A. Turner 

SA Edward J. 

And' er son 
Field Supervi< <or 

I I 

InvestiQo tive 
Division Super- 
visor P. A. Turner 



c^A's 



Richard 3. Stull . 

I , 

SAC, ilonolulu. 
Investigative 

Divis ion Suver- 

visor 



RECOMMENDATIOHS: 

^7\at SA Theodore]\Sanders, who prepared the report at Knoyville , 
iUYRdhey, now at Pittsburgh, wh o approved it, sho wing a lach of 
' "* * the I \ case. 



he 



each 



'ness in investigation in 
receive a letter of criticism. 

I "^ 1 

2. That SA \ who submitted o- report from Philadelphia 

Office and Sa\ J who approved the report at Philadelphia, 



be 



because of incop.si^tency which appeared in a date o.s b etween 

s:j'aopsis of fact s and the details of the report in the \ 

I case each receive letters of criticism. 

SA I \of the >/F0, who su bmitted a report 

thusTTnacdUraie phraseology in the \ 

Supervisor u. M ./{Gentile , who approved this report. 



the 



3, That 
iiiept and 
and Field 
receive a 



conta ifZ 



letter of criticfvsm. 



'cch 



In the 



( 



^case in lohich there loas a ln,ck of 

thoroui]hness in an expedite investigation being made for the 'f:ite 
Rouse :'ii^. t'lis lach of thoroughness ir-as to an O'Cgravatei extent, it 
is recom>. ended that SA Th opr/:.^s J.YRuan. v fao subrr/u^ttei a reoort from 
IJYCj end Field Supervisor 
censure. 



mg 



he 



bb 



7^ 



] each receiie o, letter of 



-2- 



\./ 



v^ 



If} ¥\e 



■\b6 



case., SA 



. now of 



Y'-.e Knoxvi'll'e ^ivi^sionj,, must he held respoAsihl^^ fori showing dh 



i(t,t>.rvie}pee in t\e. Tax, Division inste(dofHhe LaMs \Div SBion and. 
^'^ecqu-^e (J a lioX oj -thoroughness, in imesjVgatim hkSl 



^^vi 0/ 'the ':ITQ txr},l no^D^ oi Enoxvilleg'the t.eport having been approvH 
'•^ Field Surjervisor 5. li* Qentile, it is ri^COfmeniei^^that SA / ... 



('(^3 Jieli Su^ervi.-^v-^r Sentiie ec^c?^^^celve a i0ti$r of censure 



o^r t je r pitS'^aadltng of this' case^, 



B. 



la 
Jtst 






7» I;^ the co.$e of 



Uom$e ofmfMl0€ to 



iniervleu) refer entes listed in tU pr^Dto^ applicatfon, tt^|$: 
eco?>,erder?, {%t a letter of dijicim be I mt to MlM^rii^^: 



ri^ierson and Field Supervisor 



TT 



4/. m WQ:. 



In ''' 



ir,€ 



appi icmf for ^^ij^ge^hip tn flai^lli! ok^ ,,;';! 





oourse of our own investigation and heomB4.'Of^tKie'Ji^m()kt0^^^^i^^ 
of txp'-e delinquencieiSj^ it ts r^cpm^^Mfd^ t^ctt\Q, l<|tp^ 



to the SA C at Eor\61uJu reo uesting, thai iet^Jle i . 0:^l^%iomyM ;4» ^#la 

mrwmmmrmmti 




i/d'ch ipere ruhJ^iited in this case, ards Mie^ upon tm fxplBi^timi 



receive'. J aporopriate administrative Mom^ishould bM^iahenpith] ;"tr?5?^?^B 
reference to those who were responsible foi\it%e, in(^e^mie[''m^iin-g\ ^^^^^ 
of in- car^e. It is recom^^^ended t?iat^ tl^ijs iii|*er:j9/'4n<|UtT!y-J'^' :' '\^'^'^^v^Mi 
: prep(n,ei in the Adri^inistrative, Division M^erereo^riB i^Ul '])«^"?%SI»i 

>oil-^ble 0? to tj.e whereo^bouis and preBer^imBiQnme7^s\of-il^^'^p4i^^ 

\ S. "^eco^u^e of the. supervisory dflirm^l^oi^s-by'the^'mperviB^ 

i i^s I)yoe^^tico,tiv,e Division, P, A.iTurner,^mo approvk i^^^^^^ ' -. '\\ : h^'& ^^im 



remrtri^ of rp.fp.rp^fLnp. in the] 

and 






;^;'U 3 A ?. A. Turner receive [ij a lenter of 06nsure,\ md W^ thafM'^<''y^m 

'?c A-'Cei on probe tiOA for a period of 30, duys* r " r ' :^ ' ' ,'■ ;' : " ;" '''{•": Z''mM 



10. 



'eco:'Use Supervisor 



of the Inpesti go^tlve Sivision 



••,^' 






"1 '^ 



■he 



oj^nmn^j: 



t'lp, rg^^or ts o f reference in th e 

the 



the 



J 



|andj the I { cases ^ 

ir reco>n ended tha-t he {!) receive a letter of cef^sure and [(2) 

t he oe placed on probation for a period, of 30 days* , ' 



Us 3ecou<^e Investicative Supervisor 
, .f . ro "Awr, sumic rv w i ch went to Mr^ 

the 



prepared a. 
Dawsoifat the White ffoiise in. 



.b6 



^ case and although he\ included linfofmation 

.ccuroteJii tr:'nscrioed from the report as ^bthe datfe mhen^dnr 
ro^licrtion for admission to the 3or was filed at which pm the 
jnnlic-Ht ms 21 yea-rs of age and althoughllt was contrary to 
ihfoTpyntion in the files in previous reports which were formfded tjo} 
/•iV. Jo^.^on by the Bureau which contained a\ differentMtfi ^^d , thesel^ ;; 
hn""' ,1.1 1 be reconciled, it is recomxehded thaPM l 

vbhif,' i 



receive o 



12. 

the 



etter of criticism hecause of th^is oversi^h' 
use Inspector G. CACallan is tie] Section Crfiieljofj-: 






Section o 



the Investigdhve Division which hoMled the^se:repo^t^^ 
m V ten ?uyt^?ittpp delinquencies appeared; ami becd^sa isslstanf^;|.p^ 
:irector AllRosen is the Divison Chief in marge 6f '^ese^opero^i^^^g^}^]^!;;^, 
clth^\;ch th^re is no indication that they personallyysawor reviemi'^ ^'^'^M 



Aes G 



reports, an^beca^sse of tne aggravated 



cr r") rove?, onu oj ir.es e reporis, an^ o&vwi^i^ uj w^t? urys^^iu^vufc^w , ., '■,'^'''#4 
n^ture of sor.e^ of them, for which they m^t share in^^e res^onsihilii0^i^^ 

it ir rcco'^: ^-n-leil thct they receive letter^isof censUr'e. : ' , '-^^^'1--' 



-1^ 



(\(' 



FBOM 



-7 



OFFICE OF DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

TO ; 

OFFICIAL INDICATED BELOW BY CHECK MARK 



Mr, Tolson 
Mr. Clegg 
Mr. Glavin 
Mr. Ladd _ 
Mr. Nichols 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Tracy 
Mr. Harbo 
Mr. Alden _ 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Laughlin 
Hr. Mohr 
fr. Nease 













4^ 







^ 



STANDARD FORM MDI'64 




ce 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 

I 
FROM 



SUBJECT: 



Mr. Glavin 

JJ. li. Edwar&s 

Letters of Corrmendatien 
Preparation of Summary Report on the 
Meat Situation ^ 



DATE- ' I0-5-5i 



Fl.(?< 




bsevx 

Mr,; Ladd has advisfd that Mr, RoseTt u?as direcily 
responsihle for the over-all supervision vn the preparation 
of \ the , captioned report and in his opinion was prtmartly res-- 
poTf^sihle for the excellent manner in which it ,w?as prlepared. 
MrJ Ladd was very strong in his opinion that MTi Rosen he com-' 
mended by letter, 

Mr* Rosen ad'^ised that all of the following employees' 
assisted in the organization and preparation of this report and 
with tlie exception of the last mentioned two clerical ' employees 
voiuntarily remained df the of f ice until after 11:30 p^m. to get 
the report cut* The last tv}o employee's assisted very maierialiy 
and woT^ild have stayed later; however^ their services were no 
longer' essential after having voluntarily worked overtime for 
two hours ^ 

ennington 
interrowd 



he 




A, 



J^'^rley 
AK^m^ghes 
J^^cGrath 




Mr» Rosen very strongly recommends that letters of 
cormendation he directed to the^ foregoing employees )and to justl- 
his recommendation points out that the followingmork was done 
these, pdrticulo.r employees : i 



fy 

by 



j 51 ff* Wint.errowd very actively participated in the over» 

all supervision and correlation of the entire memorandum^ made 
observations; assisted vnth the concl^sj^oi^s^aja^ jjTjf^^^ 
asi to the recoiimendaUcm^ri'^'^^ ^ ' ^j^ ^^ c^ \T ^\ ^'ni - 1 -' ' 

I , L, R, Pennington assisted %nj^]}^^^g^v^^^^^ 
made opservQtions; assisted in\the p^epai^t^i^^^ 
recommendations; procured information fxpm^ih^'t^ 

to^ Departmental procedures' and po.liCiies regajmrng po'ssiite' prosecu^ 
t ions, ' This was obtained gn an infct/rmal ba^isl^T IS 1951 | ^''"' 

I Ivv J, Hurley participated uin:tMe\pT^e^paxat>^i.oni-^of^^Jihe 

portion pertQ'ihing to the general situation regarding meat; assisted 



11 



OCr 25 IS^l 




•Memo Mr. Qlavin 
Letters of comnendation 
Meat Situation revort 



10^9^51 



in preparing the introductory portion of the memoro^ndum o^s v^ell 
as the over-all correlation^ 

W, A. Hughes was almost entirely responsible for the 
prepo^ration of Part II relating to legislO'tive backgrounds 

A,. J, McGrath was responsible for the preparation of 
part III relating to the Office of Price Stahilization ond the 
office of enforcement of OPS^ 



and 



stenographers. 



handled the major bulK of the stenogropUio worK and voluntarily 
^e/>^otn-ed until the final product was^ completed at about 11:30 p,m. 
They did an excellent joh^ 



and 



assisted very materially 



be 



in the preparation of this report and voluntarily remained over- 
time for o.pproxiraately two hours ^ 

RECOMMSNDA T TON : It is recommended that the employees 
I listed ai)ove he conwiended by letter. 

If you approve, the appropriate letters are attached^ 



Attachment 
(j^D:lrh 


^/' 




0^' 


• 


■V 






^Octaber 1^', 1$^1 



Mr^n Alex Rosen ~ ' ... - '• r^ 

Federal. Bureau of Investigation 



. Pear I^r^ fio sent \ . :* .: " V *. , ,. ' /" 

," :' /' X am pX^aaddrto advise- vou at this tine ^ 

' thdtyou are beihg^r moved from a 'prabatio7iary['3tatus\ . 

- - , , :, ' 'Sincerely }f our 3^ / 

;/-.'; . -' •-;''' \. John Edgar Hoover, ^ ^ ■. 






UiygHllw 



1*1«* MOB .^ 








'' t- 1 '' 


A '^7 




•^ ' " 


'* _ ' 




/ / 




*^v 


":/' 
' *//"' 


'- 


, _ •- 


; < 


4-; 




-■•-•■■^i^^.^^^fe;-'^'?^ 




f',3". . ''. 






r 



f^**^ 



.^•^•/:^.o. 



••or:"' 



,a3UV-.' 



\\. 






.-^"i^mPm^ 



? - 






*s^c--i -.^ 



October iSf 1951 



■Q 



Federo.1 B^7*e.au of Invaotigation 
United fftateo Dcpe.ftrzent of Ju/^tice 
l^ashington^ Do C. 



Peer Mr* Roaen: 



I waried to drop this note ,to 
yoi: in appreciation of the excellent manner 
in which ycu directed anC Buperuiced the 
of a large niLnber of subjects of 
of Theft of Oov^rTment Property^ 



a scries 



X 



'^ 



I was usell pleaaed with tk<^ way 
invihich this entire pro Ject was. handled at 
the Seat of 'Government and in the Field and 
I feel that the suQceaa attaii/^ad mas cfue to 
a very great extent to_ your efficient and 
capable, Icadershipv. It is with pleasure 
t^d%5 J es:prees to you my. personal commendC'^ 
tion for a job well done* 






m 

,t3 




Sincerely, 



■</^. 



LaOd 

ClO£B _^ 

Olavln _ 

Hlctol's _ 
Eooen ^^ 

Tracy 

Harbo __ 

Aid en 

Baln^nt _ 
Laughlla 
Uohr 






/ 



4? 



1^ 



Tale. Pcom 
NeaBB '_ 



^'^^^'^fi^^ OCT 2-3 Wf 






^ 




o 

:2? 



# 



-red 







October 22 g 1951 



o 

Mr* Alo3£ Rosen 

Federal B^irean of Investigation 

Washington 5 D« C5. 



D©sr AI3 



I am vory happy to advise you that th<s PreBl« 
dent has approved this Bureau's Appropriation Bill for 
the fiscal year 1952 wherein authority vjas granted for 
the establishment of certain supcr^grado positions in 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

In conformity with the authority granted to 
me under the above^-mentloned Aispropriation Bill I take 
pleaaure in advising you that you are being placed in 
Grade GS 17 as Assistant Director with salary of 
@12^200 per annum j effective October 22 ^ 19^* 

Sincerely yours ^ 



ft?.j% idgafi" y^^^**^ 



JV/:fkb:jc 







iaa& . 

cleeg 

Olav ln__ 
NlCh0l8_ 
HO80R 

Tracy 

rtarbo 




TelA. Hoom_ 

Neaae 

santty 



11 0CT25lfe' 



V 




January 24^ /19SS 





Fro Alex Rosen 

Federal Bureau of Inue^iigation ' 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington^ D^ C^ ; , 



Dear Ilr^ Rosen: 

I want to take this opportunity 
to express to you^ and through you to, the 
supervisors of the General Investigative 
Intelligence ^Desk^ my personal appreciation 
for the exemplary work performed relative 
to the recent roundup of Interstate Trans-- 
portation of Gambling Devices cases in the 
Louiauille Division^ 

The splendid cooperation and 
assistance which they rendered at the SeQ.t 
of Government during this project are in^ 
deed comnendablcc It is my desire that yau 
convey to those supervisors who aided in 
this matter my sincere appreciation for 
their very competent services^ \ 



^S< m 61 ^Jjfpm? 



'=f;.^. . 






i:.' '^ 



<:==? 




.^i 1^1 Sincerely yours^ 




COMM — FBI 

JAI\12S1952 

MAILED 24 
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Office Memorandum 



its G 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO : 

FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



MTm TolBO 

L, B* Nichols 

SLOT MACHINE SEIZURES 
STATE OF KENTUCKY 



DATE; 



January S3, 1952 






to lie 



b 



Agent A 



H 



Re fe venae is 
Charoe Malone 



made to the recpmnendation of 
of the Louisville Of fice "that 



Spe&fal 

Special 

]^dT0ld. T»){H oto 



Hf^nly ^L.)['Purcell' an d \ each receive a letter of 

commendation for their work'tn the- above-captioned matter. 




that fmjuent 
a period 



/ I certainly agree with Malorie's recommendation and 

^"^ additionally recommend that SAC Malone^ receive a let'ter of 
\ri* "Commendation. .. i . . ^^ 

A I recommend that a letter of commendation be sent to 

'^ the Investigative Division cownending \the .supervisors of the 
General Investigative Intelligence Desk for their fine work :xn 
^ assisting us in the gathering of the necessary background and 
J^j the pT^eparation of the press release. [ They also kept us 
kP\i'^ i currently advised of developments j Mth the result 
' w^^Sj^A^inguirles from wire services and local newspapers over 
\\ *a\ 0/ 'bhree days were promptly and accurately answered. 

v\ ' . ^ i \ / , ' ' ' ' \ ^ ^ 

; It is recommended also that \^ letter of commendation 

be directed to Special Agent Arthur V. Mart of the Crime Records 
^Section^ who prepared the initial press release and background 
si data in this natter which was wired to, th^ Louisville .Off ice the 
\^ \0ight\ before seizures were made. Har4 acted also as liaison 
n^Y between the Investigative Division and my office. 

* Attached are a representative number ^of newspaper, 

clippings from local Washington papers which appeared over the 
three day period, January 18 through 20, 1952. \I feel the ^ 
coordination and organisation carried out by those to whom :it 
is recommended letters of commendation be sent certainly were 

most favorable continuing press notices received 



ifi. 



factors 
in this 



in the 
case. 



>6f.- 



cc'Mr. Glavin 

' BEWtUP 
Attachment 







^' ZTC^^L 



1 " > 



^i::^,r . 






- -ij^-v «'_*-/ 






FBI SeizBsiSOO^ 



In Kentucky Raidsi 

i Drive. Storfs in Key Cities; 
1 2,589 Devices-Captured, ; 
: > .Mostly .'One- Arm Bandits': 

' . LOUIS VILLH:, Ky, JnTii. ' IP,—* 

SlHtc*\vl(^c roundup., of 'cosUy 
iBRmblUm mnnhinos In Kcntuokyj 
jtx)dt»\ - By rndy. nft4:^vnoon., ^Mm 
Idevicn?; vnlucd nt. ^ about /$i^fln,0(lQ5 
Ihftd . Ijccn poiacri nnd ncRiIy* ti 
f score of \Viii^Trfrt*74(^urfi , ., 
' :i'hp di'ivr stAt'tcrt hi ktiy.jcH-ics' 
n?^d fftniicd out, iiUO smftUcrjcoiii- 
munlttos. tho FcdchU Uuinnu of 
Invc'sUgfttlnn omcfi.Unrc rcportod^^ 

The Flil omen; hero snld the 
rounduiv btignn in ^IhCf^o cities: , ^ 

Ashland, ' Nfwport/; CoviiiRt^n/ 
Ucxtnutnu, Thiznvd, Mlddlosbovo/, 
LowtsvlMc. 0\vRiisbom.> Ucndcrson,^ 
PnduciJh itnd HopKtnPvillo. 

Wiinutit:^ were issued for nrnriy 
ft score of persona, the PIJI snid. 
U decUn^ri to disclosn the nnmcs.-^ 
pcndhig nn'este nnd the persons'- 
Lippcarftncns before United States 
conniUssloncrs. . j / 

An FBt ngcnt reported'- 9!) per 
cent , of Urn mnchhit'H sciacd were 
the' kind known ns Vonn-nrm bttn^; 
dlts/; He snld the others hidludcd 
payotT mcchnnlsms.^ . ' ' 

The. mnclihirs ^.snlznd In 'the 
Wcfttcrn Kentucky district ofrcd-^ 
oi'il Court ^wrrc ordered brought 
hetc for stornec nnd- those ^^tnkftri 
In the- cnKtrrn dlKtrJct..wnt;c or- 
dered to LexlnKtofO -The FBI 
turned the tnachnics over tOvCUS- 
tody of United Stnte*^ miushnts ' 

County Rndslocnl bmccrs' cn- 
operfltcd. with' FBI Agents in thc^ ^ 
roundup; ' . _ . ' , ; ■; 

SeiKurns were made nt dlstrlb-, 
utors*' nnd donlcra'plnccs In: the 
opening phases of the, roundup.. 
The agents Inter, went tolclubs^ 
and r6adhou8CH. ^ ' ' ^; 

The FBI agents and iocnJ of- 
ficers tiavclcd with movlnRvana 
to. make the; rapid scixurcs In 
prlvkto. and, public clubs, jcafeii 
and amuscntcnt places," ^ " ^' - 

The FBI at Cincinnati reported 
383 mnchlncs wereiscl7jcd 'in|,thc 
LouiavUlc and l^drt KnoK; area; 
111 at Paducah and 1.068 In, the 
Newport area. Henderson reported 
150 machines sclzed";flnri Ashland 

375. ■ ' .^ ' '\'r : 

The FBI SRid that Jn, adilltion 
to machines' found in violatlon^of , 
lnter.statc-.shipmcnt lawr there 
were othcr.^- In violation of- laws^^. 
prnviding. th at they be registered. 
White manyiTow hm been rcK- . 
htered. some had not been within 
the.paKt year, • >' ,' l\' . ^ ^» 



- H> 
Tulsoi) 

Nicbolfl, 

Wolmout 

Cloggy 

QUvln 

Harbo 

RoBon^ 

Tracy 



Mohr 

TgIo. Room. 
Nrnne _ 
Qandy 





Page 


Timo£ 


j-Hertild 


Wash. 


Post 


Wash, 


News 


Wash. 


Star ^ 1 


N.Y. 


Mirror 


N.y. 


Compass " 


Date : 


)- r-Sv 



0-19 

Tolison^ 

Ladd; 

Njohpls^^ 

Belmont 

Clegg 

Glavin 

Harbu 

Kosen 

Tracy 



Laugblin 

Mohr 

Tele. Room. 

Kease 

Qandy_^ 



FBI Hauls In Kentucky Slot j Machines ; . 

IFBI afreiits Brres(«d No*'en porsoiiK and s<;l£t^d VMHi ^iinilMhi^ I ii- 
unities III Kentucky tiHJny hi state- wtdo: raids. FBI'l»iri«dor .1* KilAr 
llJVover Raid ttii; Hoirjircs Uiiis fur have bo«n in a do/tm key an^'t 
of* Kentucky vvhure .^atiibltnq: macliiiii^ or« Uk*^ul. Those aiTC'*U;d 
tveiD described by him as dealers, ' - ! ; 



Pago 

Tiraea-Heralcl 

Waeh. Post ^ 

Wash. New0 / 

Wash, Star 

N,Y. Mirror ^ 

N.Y, Compass , '_ 



67- 



-/SS". 



,. r' k4 ■■}■, -i' 



Date 



mil 



KY. GAMING ARDOR 
I COOLED; FBI TAKES 
1400 MACHINES 



I 



I Oy Aitortated IVeMl 

Arrest of seven, persons and 
seizure of hundreds of costly 
gnmblinB machines in Kentucky 
today was announced ;here by 
FBI director J. Edgar'Hoover. , 

Hoover said the, slot rnachlnes 
were valued at $351,800 and that 
H number of them are the. deluxe 
console type which permits play 
by several persons at the same 
time, for varying amounts of 

loncy. , . • i 

Reports so far received hcrcjj 

aid 1,396 .machines have been}] 
oclzcd in 12 key cities and Inlj 
rural areas thruoiit Kentucky. 
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50 Taken at Saturnia Dock 



'K 



3025 ^SamingMaGmnes Seized 
By FBI ill Raids in Kyii and Pa. 



^ LOUISVILLE, Ky., Jan. 18 UFt,— 
Fast-moving FBI agents and local 
police seized more than 2900 
gambling machines valued at 
nearly $800,000 in a surprise 
statewide roundup today, , , - 

Twenty-three persons were ar- 
rested at the Kentucky raids, the 
FBI announced.; The drive ex- 
tended into bordering States. Two 
arrests were made in Indiiana and 
one in Ohio, the FBI said. 

Scattered Federal raids also 
were reported in Pennsylvania. 
The FBI said a dozen of its 
agents and local police seized 88 
slot machines^ at Scranton and 
nearby Pcckvilie. They were 
valued at $75,000. No arrests 
were made. • , 

Police, also conftscated 28 ma- 
chines in Pennsylvania's Luzerne 
County, including 24 in Wilkes- 
Barre. r_ 

FBI agents said they seized M 
slot machines about to be loadeST 
aboard the liner Saturnla^ in 
Now York. Agents . arrested a 
f " [\^ ■( ' - ~ ..*."",- ^ -" . (, 



man identified as Jack Anthony 
Marrafa of Brooklyn and said 
he told' them the machines, pur-: 
chased in; Chicago, were en route 
to an Italian charitable organiza-' 
tion in Genoa, j < j 

The' Federal men . sprung Jtlie; 
roundup,., with; startling sudden-^ 
ness in key Kentucky cities this 
morning and then fanned out into 
smaller coramuhities. , ''^\\ 

The" FBI office here said 'the 
roundup would* continue Saturday.' 

By mid-afternoon, 2909 ma^ 
chines valued .at $797,500. had 
been' seized. .r '^ ;^-'^ 

An FBL'agent said 99 percent 
of the gambling machines were 
the type popularly known as '-one- 
arm ; bandits.": The others, he 
added, had pay-off mechanisms. J 

FBI Director J, Edgar, Hoover 
in Washington described the Ken; 
tucky roundup as a:^otitinuing 
di^iVe"on violations of; the Federal 
law against interstate transporta- 
tion of gambling devices. ,\ 
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FBI Seizes 
' 3, 2 30' Slots' 
In Ky. Raids 

I^itlHvinc. Ky.. Jflo. ifi (APj— 
F(i8lrinovln(i KIU ORcnU niui loctil 
offtcor.s iivA'Avj\ :t,230 ri»nil)Iinfl mii- 
clUiir.s vn Inert nt ncnrlv $000,000 
In a Hurpi'lsc Rtatc-wldo roundup 
tOfJtty. 

Thhly-two pcrfinnn were nr- 
rented in Iho continuing Ken- 
tticky I'ftidn. Uio FBI announced. 
'J'ho drivn extended InLo bolder* 
inK hUIch. 'IVo arrcnts were made 
in Indlnna nnd one in Olilu, the 

reiinsylvania KnUiN 

Scrtttcied federal raids al«r 

ere icpoilcd In PcnnHylvnnla. 
Tlie FBI Ruld a dozen of \Ui nyrnlfi 
and local police scl/.cd flB slot 
machines nt ficranton nnd nc«r-l}y 
Pcckvillc. They were vnlued aC 
'$75,000. No arrcst-s wero made.' 

Po\\v.o t\\m confiscated 2H mn- 
chlnort In J'ennsylvnnla's bu/.crne 
eoiMity, includinu 24 In Wilkes- 
Uarrc. 

FJ31 nftentrt snld they seized 50 
■slot ninclilnea iibont to be loaded 
aboard the liner feJaturnia In New 
York. Ascntfl arrested a man Iden- 
tified an Juek Marrafa of Brook- 
lyn nnd »uld lie told them Iho mn- 
chlncfl, purcha.scd in Clilcaso, 
were en route to an Italian char- 
itable orKfintzaLlon in Genoa. 

The fedcrnl men sprunK the 

IVoundup with AtartllnK «uddcn* 
ne.s.s in key Kentucky cities this 
'morning and then fanned out 
ilnto .smaller eommnnitlca. 

The FBI office licre .said the 
roundup would continue tomor- 
row. 
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Mostly (ine-Arm Handltn 

: Thrt raiders Htruck enrly in thct! 

'drivcjjbi Ashland, Newport, Covlni 

jtoh. .".jlcxinKton, jiajjard. Mlddld! 
boro. '^Louisville, OwcnsWo. Hen- 
derson, Pftducnh. Mopktnsvillo, 

I Frankfort, and Cynthlana.- 

rorsonfl named hi wnrranU 
were taken bcforo U. S. commls- 

joloncrs for arrnlenmcnt In vaH- 

^0U3 cities. 

I An FHI aRont said 99 per cent 

lof the wambllncf machines were 

;tho typo popularl.r known as 

rroncnrm bandits." Tho others. 

;ho added had pay-off mcchanlams. 

.' FBI Dlrciitor Hoover announced 
the beginning of tho roundup In 
Waahlngton. Tho office here. 

^headed by flpeclal agent John F. 

jMalonc. dlsclo.sed the detail.^. 

i Hojlvcr dcsci'Ibcd the Kentucky 
round ip aa a continuing drive on 

:violntt)n?( of the federal 'law 

'njrnln.Jt lntcr«tntc transportation 

of gambling dovlcca. 
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New RaidUxJiiel 
FBIMenSeile 





evices 

By Ihn AM{icFuldcll^r«u 

LOUJS VILlK. Myi. Jnn\ \Q.^ 
FBI aKCi*ii.s nndJocolpViilcci whose 
ufU'lier rnldg ripped -, UiO;, hbiu't 
■^fi'oni.the slot mnchlne busIneVrf'lrij 
.Kentucky, flakl^tlioli* 'iaVgot today 
,wlll fee prlvfttirtind Vublio[ cfubi. 

ij ,'^Trnvellng 4.hrougli : tho,^ 8to(^ 
. ycKtcainy with moving n'mikriru* 
<|0-incn 'collected 3;23Q, gnmbllafi 
mncliliips'vuiucfl n t, nearly.;® 00 C-^ 
000. Tiicy ■ niYcsted* 32: nUcecU' 
dGaici'B . and clliiU'lbiitt^re^.onf 
chartccflj of ' violating' the ^Fcdcrnlp 
imv prohibiting. ' the; , Inicrstatd 
tmnsiioi tfttlon of , such devices, , 
Seizures in i'ciiitsylvnnJ.i.' j 

BondH for ihuae arreatcd weid 
nKCfi by United States commlsJ 
iiionors Ht $500 to Si;0O0. ^ ^ ^ 

in Pennaylvanlfl, acaitered.Fed- 
orul. raids netted 8&'siot nmcliineE 
tit 8craiiton and nearby Peckviilo, 
?J?^.«'i\^'*'"^^ ^'>^<^ inaclilnes, a(i^ 
$75,000 but snld no anegts. were! 
mncie. Another '28 machines wore* ' 
picked , :up, ^ In ., Pennsylv'nnia'J 
^"5'1'^^^crounty, Inckidln^ '34 irf 
Wilkes-Barre. . '^^ .1 

A tlpoflf' from alert, ::cu6tom J 
onielajfl In ' New York rcsiiHe'd Ini ' 
the aelKure of 50 r»lot macmne.^ 
nboDt, to be .loaded "aboard thd '^ 
liner Saturnlo. : ,v^K L 

Case Is Upset ^t'i' C ' \^' 

FBI agents sold they .mrrcBtwl-- 
Jack Anthony Harrnfa of fiVook- ' 
lyn. He told them. the machincsi 
ljurcim,scd, In Chicago, were , en' ^ 
route tOi.a charitable orgiinlxaUoni 
at Ocnon. Italy. ■ *, ;^ 

'ilie machines were f>p6tfccd by 
customs ofnclals when; handlerpf - 
dropijcd one case which apllt and! 
dlwcloscd \lH cohtcntg, j J , 

The drive also extenclbd ; Intof i 
incilnna. whern two arrests were! 
made, and Olilo. whecp one arresir 
wns^ reported. - ^ : i 

Sonu; of the slot machine.^' con-t 
nKcatnrt In Kentucky were of the' 
ooasolo variety, Valued at Sl.ODol 

"In one city." ftgcnts snldirwel ' 
got? ti machine' that pays otT inl 
fjoir balls." . ■ 
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3,637 Slotibchines, 
Valued at $1 Million, 
Seized in Kentucky 

By lh» Aiiociotcd Pr«it 

LOUISVILLE. Ky.. Jan. 19.- 
The FBI's blffRest State roundup 
of slot mftchines was extended 
swiftly into new Kentucky nrcas 
today. By nightfall, 3.637 of the 
RQmbllnu devices valued at $1 mil- 
lion had been seized. 
Nine arrests today raised to 44 
^thc td^jil. number of Kentucklans 
nabbet In the continuing antl- 
gambl ng ' drive launched with 
surpri Jng -suddenness yesterday. 
FBI agents, assisted by local of- 
ficers, directed their day-long ac" 
tivlty against machines In cafes, 
roadhouses, and clubs. The open- 
ing Phase of the roundup had 
gathered In the bulk of the ma- 
chines, more than 3,200. from 
storage places. |' 

I As the FBI shifted Its attcntla i 
I to public and private clubs. 6p<- 
clal Agent John P. Malone. i|i 
charge here, said the clubs them- 
'selves often were Innocent of any 
"Federal violation. 
{ Owners, operators and-rcpnlr- 
,men handling the gambling ma- 
chines ore the target, he explained. 
iMr. Malone said Kentucky's yield 
,1s the highest among the seven 
State >aids^so far under the Pcd- 
|eral law which bans Interstate 
hlpmcnt of gambling machines 
nd requires their operators i and 
pali-men to register with the 
ovcrnraent. 

Georgia's liaul of 2,000 machine.^ 
as the largest previous one. 
1 Two arrests were made In In- 
Jlilana and one in Ohio yesterday. 
^Jome machines were seized In 
'^lcnasylvanlff-i«i<M*o. aneats were 
'^y de there. ' One ■ man was ar- 
;|'*)sted and 50 slot machines seized 

ln< XIaiir Vnt.l» 
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STA 4DARO FORM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO : The Director 



FROM : Mr, Ladd 



SUBJECT: MEAT SITUATION 




DATE: OC to be 



Crf- /., : M-'f 




There is attached he reto an analysis ..ol'_the,. meat 
situa tion fo r the Director ' s use » This memorandura briefly 
sets forth the c urrent situation relative to price controls, 
^?A^_£5£^.^^S©3, existing legisTation/ conflicting interests, 
e nforcement fu ncti ons , _bQ,tia^inv.e3.tiga-tLve^^and ^pr osecu tive , 
together with observations and conclusions. It is recomiaended 
that the FBI not a ccept any„_re3PAn3lbilities in regara"to 'office 
ofnPFIce "Stabilization matters ♦ 

No suggestions have been set forth as to the corrective ^!ij 

steps which might be taken. This has not been done because of 7f 

many economic, political, and military considerations which 'i 

necessarily form the basis for such sugk^estions and which do ^ 
not come within the purview of the FBI's functions. 

It can be pointed out that once the investigative 
responsibility has been definitely fixed, the agency so charged 
should be held strictly accountable for a.-thorough,- prompt and 
vigorous enforcement of the law, i • C] 
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Wilson & Company announced recently that it will shut 
down ltd slaughtering plants one week every month, 
Koblenzer packing house of Clevelandi OhlOi closed 
when it lost $6,700 on the slaughter of 7l|0 cattle in 
one month. Many other old line packers are reported to 
have closed or to be about to take such a step, (Same 
issues Time and United States News and World Report) 

D* Congress, the Administration, and The Heat Industry 
All Blame One Another for the Situation 

Newspaper accounts reflect that the Administration 
blames Congress for not furnishing workable controls, 
while Congress blames the Administration for not 
utilizing to the fullest extent the laws which were 
passed. Recently, Price Administrator DlSalle stated 
that two out of every five packing plants, checked by 
the OPS are violating the price stabilization regula- 
tions. The AP of L Meat Cutters Onion in Chicago, 
Illinois is on the side of the packing houses and lays 
the blame squarely on price controls. Defense Mobillzer 
Charles E* Wilson told the Annual Conference of Governors 
meeting at Gatlinsburg, Tennessee that a policy of "hold- ^ 
ing the line* as recommended by Governor James P. Byrnes 
was the only hope of the economic salvation of the country, 
but that it was impossible to freeze wages and prices be- 
cause his hands were tied by Congress, (Various news sources) 

E* Observation 

The complaints heard from all sides indicate that the meat 
situation is a major economic problem of the nation. There 
appears to be general agreement that controls, now in ef- 
fect, are not working properly* 
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II. LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND 

A. Defense Production Act of 1950 

The Defense Production Act of 1950 (Public Law 77i|) 
approved September 8, 1950, established the frame- 
work for priorities, allocations, price, and wage 
stabilization. In Title IV concerning price and wage 
stabilization Congress expressed its desire through 
the Act to prevent inflation; to assure that defense 
appropriations were not dissipated by excessive costs; 
to stabilize the cost of living; to eliminate and 
prevent profiteering and hoarding; to prevent economic 
disturbances such as labor disputes; to assist in 
maintaining a reasonable balance between purchasing 
power and supply of goods; to protect the national 
economy an^ainst further loss of purchasing power; 
to prevent a further collapse of values, 

B. Creation of Office of Price Stabilization (OPS) 

(1) Enabling Portion Of The Act 

Section 1|.03 of Title ij. of the Defense Production 
Act of 1950, provides that at such time as the 
President determines that it is necessary to 
impose price and wage controls generally over a 
substantial portion of the national economy he 
shall administer such controls through a new 
independent agency created for such purpose. 
This Section furtner points out that such an 
agency may utilize the services, information, 
and facilities of other agencies and departments 
of the government, but such agency shall not 
delegate enforcement of ejiy of the controls to 
be administered by it under this Section to 
any other agency or department. 

(2) Executive Order Implementing Act 

Executive Order No. IOI6I issued September 9, 1950, 
created the Office of Price Stabilization (and 
the Wage Stabilization Board). The Office of 
Price Stabilization exists today as a branch under 
the Economic Stabilizatioi-i Agency which is an 
emergency agency. Michael DiSalle is the 
Director of Price Stabilization. 

(3) Presidential Directive, January 26, 1951 

In accordance with the provisions of this Section 
of the Act, on January 26, 195li the President 



addressed a letter to the heads of all of 
the Executive Departments and Agencies. This 
letter was published in the Federal Register 
of January 30, 195li on page 793. In this 
letter the President called upon each department 
and agency to make its staff, resources, knowledge, 
and experience available to the Office of Price 
Stabilization to the extent requested by the 
Director of Defense Mobilization. Specifically, 
the President called upon each agency, among 
other things, to assign personnel on a re- 
imbursable basis for temporary periods including 
personnel qualified in investigative, intelli- 
gence, and enforcement duties and functions and 
the supervision and administration thereof. 
It was specifically provided that in view of the 
responsibility of the FBI in the field of internal 
se curity, no Agents from this Bureau should be 
ilgned to such work without the c'oi 



asslffned to such work without the consent of the 



Attorney General # No request has, as yet, been 
made of the Bureau to. assign personnel to the 
Office of Price Stabilization. 

(4) OPS Organization and Budgetary Requirements 

The Office of Price Stabilization has its central 
headquarters in Washington, D. C, and is 
organized with fourteen regional offices and 
numerous district offices thereunder. In the 
fiscal year 1951 # OPS had no appropriated funds 
and operated entirely from the National Emergency 
Fund under the control of the President, For 
the fiscal year 1952, OPS requested |105,500,000 
to include a staff of nineteen thousand employees. 
Of this request, OPS proposed that |29, 030,897 
be used for enforcement purposes. The number 
of personnel engaged in enforcement is not 
broken down in OPS figures. A confidential source 
in the Office of the Clerk of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee has stated that Mr. Charles 
E. Wilson, Defense Mobilization Chief subsequently 
requested |;98, 235,000 for OPS 1952 fiscal year 
operations. This same source Indicated that 
approximately 5i500 persons in the Office of 
Enforcement were desired. It is reported that 
this appropriations bill is still being considered 
by the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
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Ct Criminal Provisions of Defense Production Act of 1950 

Section l|09 (b) provides a criminal penalty of a fine 
of not more than flO,000 or imprisonment for not more 
than one year or both to anyone who willfully violates 
any regulation, order or requirement issued under 
Title l\. of the Act. The law provides that the crime 
shall be considered a misdemeanor. Section 1^09 (c) 
provides that specific civil liabilities may be 
imposed upon the finding of a violation under the 
regulations. Section 706 (b) provides that all 
litigation arising under this Act or the regulations 
promulgated thereunder shall be under the supervision 
and control of the Attorney General • 



III. OFFICE OP ENFORCEMENT, OPS 
Am Organlaatlon 

In order to investigate violations of the wage and price 
regulations set down by the OPS, a separate investigative 
\init has been set up in that agency, known as the Office 
of Enforcement, with an enforcement staff of more than 
1,800 individuals, headed by Edward P. Morgan. At the 
present time this enforcement agency operates out of head- 
quarters situated in Washington, D. C. with II4. regional 
offices located throughout the country, 

B# Investigations of OPS Violations 

During hearings before the House Appropriations Committee 
in August, 19$1, OPS representatives pointed out that 
their enforcement personnel had participated in approxi- 
mately 3,100 cases, of which 2,500 had been closed without 
prosecution by the Department of Justice. 

C. Investigations of Slaughtering Houses 

On September 29, 195lf Edward P. Morgan, Director, Office 
of Enforcement, announced that his agency had Initiated a 
nationwide check of slaughter houses on September 25, 1951 ♦ 
Nearly all available OPS employees were used in this drive 
which in the main consisted of checking slaughter house re- 
cords, cattle scales and invoices. The object of the checks 
was to ascertain whether the slaughter houses are purchasing 
livestock in compliance with the existing control regulations 
and selling the meat at legal prices. 

As of September 29* 195l# III4.5 slaughterhouses had been 
checked with the result that <)2k violations were discovered* 
(The number of slaughterhouses involved was not announced.) 
To date 14 court actions have been filed in connection with 
these violations. 

Court actions have been filed in Federal District Court in 
the following cities: 

Shreveport, Louisiana (3) 
Los Angeles, California (2) 
Raleigh, North Carolina (2) 
Fresno, California (1) 
Newark, New Jersey (1) 
Dallas, Texas (1) 
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Nashville, Tennessee (1) 
Bellingham, Washington (1) 
Wichita, Kansas (1) 
Denver, Colorado (1) 

Two examples of the type of violations uncovered were the 
Wichita, Kansas case which involved the shipment of several 
carloads and trailer loads of ungraded and unmarked beef to 
a number of Eastern cities and the Denver, Colorado case 
wherein the slaughterhouse failed to keep the required re- 
cords. 

Mr. Morgan announced that the OPS intends to push the cases 
developed as swiftly as possible and to turn over to the De- 
partment of Justice for prosecution every case warranting 
court action* (Washington Star, September 30, 1951) 
On October 1, 195li Michael V. DiSalle, OPS Director, an- 
nounced that his agency is presently preparing lt43 cases 
against slaughterhouse owners, \iip, if convicted, face 
penalties ranging upward to a $10,000 fine and a year in 
prison. (Washington News Service, October 2, 1951) 
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IV* PROSECUTION OP VIOLATIONS BY DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

The Department of Justice has organized within the 
Criminal Division a Defense Production Control Unit under 
Mr, Rufus D, McLean. Department Order dated April 20, 195l| 
directed to all United States Attorneys, furnished instructions 
as to the procedure to be followed in handling cases with 
criminal or civil charges arising under the Defense Production 
Act of 1950. These instructions provide that such cases as 
may be referred to the United States Attorneys by the local 
offices of OPS, with recommendations for Judicial proceedings, 
shall not be undertaken by the United States Attorneys without 
advance authorization from the Department. The United States 
Attorneys are under instruction to refer such cases received 
in their field offices directly to the Department for review 
and instructions as to the institution of litigation. 

The view has been expressed by a representative in the 
Defense Production Control Unit of the Department that con- 
siderable confusion under the present price laws exists because 
of the numerous chan ges in retaliat ions which have the force 
and effect of law* 



It is to be pointed out that Agents of OPS have 
administrative subpoena powers only and have no powers of 
arrest. Arrests under this Act are performed by the United 
States Marshals. 
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V, OBSERVATIONS AND CONSLiJSIONS 

A, There appears to be no doubt that a serious situation 
exists as regards the control of prices and the 
maintenance of the supply of meat in the United States. 

B, The responsibility for the failure of controls to operate 
cannot be placed in view of the conflicting statements 
made by representatives of the Administration and of 
Congress • 

For example: 

1. Defense Mobillzer Wilson stated on October 1, 1951, 
that "The only hope for the economic salvation of 
the country" lies in adoption of a "hold-the-llne 
policy" for both wages and prices to halt inflation. 
Wilson, however, stated that Congress had tied his 
hands with the result that it was impossible to 
freeze wages and prices. (Washington Post 10-2-51 pg. 1) 

2. The cattle industry has stated that controls are 
\mworkable and should be abolished. 

C, Prom the controversy reflected in news accounts it appears 
there is no doubt that enforcement of existing regulations 
is not successful to date. 

D» The responsibility for the enforcement of existing controls 
rests with OPS. 

E. It appears that OPS divides its enforcement program into 
(1) compliance and (2) prosecution. 
- No data has been ascertained regarding compliance activities. 
The first known general program of prosecution was announced 
on October 1, 1951, at which time OPS stated it was con- 
sidering prosecution of l\li.3 price regulation violators. 

P. The Defense Production Control Unit of the Criminal 

Division of the Department of Justice passes upon all 
prosecutions under the Act as may be referred to the 
Department by the Office of Enforcement of OPS. 
OPS has stated it has completed investigations in over 
3100 cases of which some 2500 were closed by the Department 
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of Justice which found either a technical violation 

or no offense. 

A representative of the Department has pointed out 

that considerable confusion as to the law exists because 

of the numerous changes In regulations which have the 

force and effect of law. 

As a result it Is difficult from day to day to know Just 

what the law Is in respect to price stabilization, 

G. The responsibility for enforcement of OPS regulations 
has been specifically delegated to that agency by 
Presidential decree, 

OPS has been empowered to draw upon the resources of 
other agencies and departments but It has been specifi- 
cally provided In view of the responsibility of the FBI 
In the field of Internal security that no Agents of the 
FBI should be assigned to such work without the consent 
of the Attorney General. (Federal Register of January 30, 

1951, page 793) 

The Office of Enforcement of OPS has already been set up 

and budgetary arrangements for its operations have been 

made. 

It has a staff of more than I8OO persons operating out of 

its headquarters in Washington, D. C* and ll). regional 

offices throughout the country. 
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VI. RhlCOMRNDATION 

The FBI should vigorously oppose any endeavor to bring the 
Bureau into the enforcement activities of OPS regulations 
for the following reasons: 

Ac The powers of enforcement have been delegated to OPS. 

B. The funds for enforcement are being allocated to OPS. 

C« In the light of the present demands upon the Bureau calling 
for all of our facilities and all our manpower in security 
and criminal type cases as well as applicant investigations, 
it would be impossible for us to handle the additional 
burdens and responsioilities brought about by any activity 
in connection with price control matters. 

D. The FBI should not be called upon to "police" industry to 
enforce price regulations, 

E. The enforcement of price regulations is an integral part 
of the control of prices, therefore, enforcement and 
control should not be separated. 

F. It is highly undesirable to divide the responsibility for 
the enforcement of a specific statute. 

In the interest of efficiency and economy, responsibility 
should be vested in one agency. 

G. OPS was established pursuant to the Defense Production 
Act of 1950, which also established the National 
Production Authority, (NPA), which agency controls 
priorities. 

If the FBI were required to investigate price control 
violations it is reasonable to assume we could be called 
upon to investigate priority violations now handled by 
NPA. 
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E. A.YSoucy 



m:ORANDUM FOR THE DI^^iTOp' f 

The following Special Agents in Charge are presently on probat' 
OFFICE DATE 






LAST DATE OF LAST NEXT REJ 

IMSPECTION RECHECK INSPECTION 



Khoxville 1-30-50 12-11-49 

Continued 

5-10-51 




Savannah 10-13-50 9-21-51 
Continued 
11-16-50 



H, oYHa^-flkins 



Mobile 



5-15-51 7-19-51 



. EAThomton ^5' 



/\ 



J. lYDalton 



oston,l;^^ 9-5-51 8-23-51 



Y Omaha 



9.:?7.51 3-10-51 ' 



H* G\Maynor 



reuffal(^|?. 



9-8-51 10-16-50 




Ml Ni*:i^o_. 



P.A^^ly, II Butte 5-8-51 12-1-50 — - 



Assigned to Lack of'^^f^fetr- 

Kr. Brown, covera g e i n Bo storr 

4th on list Divisi 

(mid-Novem- cause of delin- 
ber) quencies disclosed 

in the inspection 
of the Pittsburgh l^up^ 
Office • 

Not assigned Failure to main- 
tain stenographic 
^York in current 
condition and in- 
adequate informant 
coverage in the 
VSan Juan Division. 

Not assigned Delinquencies dis- . 
closed during in* 
spection in the 



XAlbuquerque.v V 



07„ 



Division* 



Not assigned Delinquencies dis- 
closed during in- 
1 , spection of the 

im\(L\ X ^/,;r(/f>, Dallas Division, 



030 



Not assigned Delinquencies dis- 
closed during in- 



-J'i' 'i /spection. 



Not ass^gnedf^Failure to assume 
=^ / personal supervision 
of a surveillance 
and poor judgment in 
imparting infoma- 
tion* 



Special 
Inquiry I 
8-24-51 



w Not assigned Failure to fulfill 
s^w^^ admj.nistrative 

\ ( \ ftfl^ responsibilities in 

inspection and main- 
tence of office safe. 




.^f 



A 



SEAT OF GOVEilNMT Oi'FIClAlS (INCHIDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROBATK 



NAME 

G. C. CaJIan 



AYRosen 



TITLE 
Inspector 



Assistants 
Director 



!-l-5l 



REASON 



^ 



U 



As ^.^ult of the sp^nons delj^tjuencies noted in 

lection with the handlirjg^f a Departmental 
Applicant inv^mgatioiij 

As a resHit of thg/^erious delinquencies noted in 
connecydon with/ohe handling of a Departmental 
Applicant injf^tigation. 



E. D.Mson 



W. RVGlavin 



Ass^t to 
llr. Clegg 



Assistant 

Director 



N. pVcallahan Inspector 



8-9-51 >/ln view/ii the matter in which certain assignments 
were Berried out in connection with the Records and 
Comjamications Division.!/-/ ^ ^ ^ ■) . , / j(j 

8-10-51 /in view of the completely unsatisiactoiy manner in 
which a memorandum was prepared by the Administra- 
tive Division, with respect to certain personnel 
matters involving employees of the Records ^and 
Coiiimunications DivisionX /../ ' 

9-25-51 Because of improper supervision of servicfe award 
matters • 



^^ U 



Respectfully, 



? ,^ t lvci:^,<i/K . C^Xf/i^ ^' R* Glavin 
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yiC 



iitn>tfPdWM.M 



r 






^ Ojfici Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



PROM 



H. L. fdirards 



DATE: Septeraber 



SUBJECT; Letters of Comeniat lon in case 



was. 



WJ. lU, I. 0. 2WS - Fugttlue 
BMJf HOBB£fir; ond /O 

Reallocation, SA rami) S. WOT 



voy rrimoranduw to Mr, Ladd doted 9-^1-51 ^'r, Rosen has'/ 
advised 0/ th^ a^prfihgnfijQn 0/ the ^boi?e subject bj^ Bureau k^e^ jt^ 

on that date and has re^omended tha t SA Vinfrei E\ flojB JQJLM. " 

reallocated to orade SS-H and that letters 0/ cmendoTion be 
XQjToardejiJiL^ Spjcjj;! AQmjLJi£.i^a..MiQi^^^ 

concurred, fh^ Dtrector apnroiJea tnese recomendatlons, 




SAC d. SMostetter 
SAC E^X^oucy 
Villmhrner 



Jme^Renierson 
IrMhlioms 
Fumn S^mggan 
Joseph L.vttssiah 
Jomes J^^. Conno r, Jr, 




aenneih fj^i^poiiarc 
OeorQe CjUlilelhorn 



Joseph LX Mullen 



BAcmom 



bb 



a notorious bank .robber and escape artist, effected 



his escape frofn local authorities In the late afternoon of Septe mher Ik, 
1951 /at Owa ha, ifebrasto. On the evening of September 20, 1S51, 

' ~\ an infomn t of the Memphis Dlulslon, who had been jp 

ueJopeg by JA yin?reTy ^nnton. r.nntantpA wnntnn at /jfpmphfc^ Tennessee, 
TO advise mm mi He1 |m^?11^^ ^*ic^ 




was Jocoled approjctmteiy 12 miles from FayetteviUe, Tennessee, ^r 
rangements were Imedlately made for a meeting alth the informont, 
and SAC Kostetter and SACJoucji k-iediately togfe jmojjal^ciarfl^. A 
further con'lact ii?{th tWinformnt was made on fhe WnH^ng^^/^kilto- 
ier 21, at Jlfashvllle and arrangements for the app rehension of 
were perfected. ^ ^^ 



dETAILS 



liECOBQKD-^^ 



iWli 



tras -apprehended by SAC'Hostettej;_^g Soucy and joints 



qj the gno>?vllle ong Memmis Dit;is lQns,;at„ ii:^5 p.^t^ UST on^eptemhe 
211 cT 1 Iroad-house 12 mtUs from Fauetteville. This 



u 

hid 



hid 



\F 



VI 



t' 



H^mo Wr, Slavin 



he 



atpTehension resulted from .thA^an o^imLtm.t^M.iA. UMJlBjJiAJj 
ffodion oM^jS E3^^IE^* It "'os agreed t?^o-t upon the in/omant's 
return t o the r oad^house that he would appear on the porch as a sig- 
nal that { was inside and at this signal the Agents would sur- 
round the .buildiri^ end SACs Hostetter ond So\Mcy would enter, As^or- 



ranged , the informnt owpeared onthevorch anjj.jpjj^jgjjer^cnd Sokilii 
tmmediatglu Tntgrea tng /ronfo/ tft g buila^ng . As theu aM^^gJl J 



ron out t^ig bacfc ojT the building anA imelXo4ely l^K^Tn^ ormsSoT 

he v^as apprehendedp and Twds iwyiediate lij pl,ace d in iM^jtZDni^crAh^^ 
fflrMJg^ro y Tatf&P 'g g r to the Uhattanooga Oounty^ToTr^ Chattanooga/ Tennessie. 
stated at the ti^tg he tpas opprehended "I Jtnei/? it was you, ^ 



Mr, Rosen recormended that in view of the able mnner in 
which this apprehension u'?as handled u^lthout incident that lexers of 
cormendation he sent to the participants. He also reooirMended that 
in view of the outstandino work performed hv SA ¥infred E, Hopton in 
thg development and handling of this informant, which resulted m this 
apprehension, that considgration shaul d..be given for a mritorious ir^- 
cr ease in s ala ry a s he deservesfull credit Tor JJhe^i^evelopr^eni of t'Kls 
injo rmnU Mr, losen notea that RLloptojL ,e nte rga.._Q7i, du t,^ with the 
Suredu InJU^ 



' A^193^M has an excellent recgidf ond is pjesentljj in jrade 
Mr/iiosen recormend ed that hg bg rgaJJocatgd ioaraSe'^!!^J~l3* 



WnFRED g. HOPTON 

Record as Bureau Emplouee 

A review of SA Hopton*s file reflects he entered on duty 
with the Bureau on 5^23-3^ as a Special Agent in grQde CAT 8, $2S00 
per annum, Se has sgrved in a number of Field offices, both in the 
hgadQucrtgrs city and as Resident Agent, ond os a supervisor at the 
Seat of Government* He was transferred to the Merfiphis Office on 
3^1^^1i3 and designated Senior Resident Agent at llashville on 5-2^hS. 
He was reallo.cot^d to grade 0AF^12, $k600 per' annwn on U^lS^kl and 
his present salary in grade SS-J2 is $7koO per annum as the result of 
three increases in basic salaries and five increases under the UFA, 
the last effective l-2?-50. On 5'lJ^hU he was awarded the Ten Year 
Service Award Key; was cormended by letter M...£- S'hk for the outstQnd^_^ 

f oM was comendeS j:miZj^ ^ 



mryrTn"connection with the case entitled \ 
fKerronTSmfmenrmfeTfy^^ 



■•erni, 



be 



-! 



«) 



Memo Mr. Glavin 



By letter dated g^TO->47 he was commended for the excellent 
rr.anner in which he participated in thg Imo enforcement training school 
held at Murfreesboro, Tennessee. On j-^jl-l^g and J^31'U9 he was rate6 
EXCELLENT . On hrPPnkS he was commended for his exemplary worK ^nnofj^ ^' 
neoTion _with the o^^inshensi^^ 
bery casgy 

During the jafipertinn 0/ th.p MemiMs^Office in December, IQi^Q 
case write-up T/?fi<? pr^paf^ d in a bank roJ:)h£T\i^.caa£ for failure to sub - 
mit a summaru revort and in a hidnanoina.. case ^^r fQ.U.ur^.. .tn,., fiTopp^7rrir 
lS2^llJ^l§cu§MMJLi^ The Inspectorstated 

thai inclusion of the memos in his personnel file should be sufficient. 
By letter doted 3-31-50 he was commended for his excellent ve rformance 
in jionnection wiJh several, nanK Robberu cases in WstJivVs^^ — ©rr--— 

3-31-50 SAC Hostetter rated him EXCELLENT and said he ipqs an'o utston 
investigator. .,-«-.--_----.-— ^.---.-.---...^ ' 

His SAC had recommended him for grade GS^13 reallocation on . 

2 ■ , *' '"'* I " • r J ii u fcii iiBMiii n »yi runr i r i Mill ri rt " —' -" B_.»#... — r"'-- \ ■ K ill I' l Willi iiM K iLiM tr-rm mt tm iu . • 

occasions; h pu^e u gjr^^^^j^nag t na\cajj^ ^^"fl,g^,,jflQs^:n^T5a^^ • .■ 

^General^a;sriQnWnt due to personaTTeasons . The \SiAXMa^^^I^£SSM 

therefore to affofdriam consi^ rS^^UQ^Mfim- <^n his 

1951 annual efficiency report he was rated as SATISFACTORY. Qn^S-Sl j 

SAC Hostetter advised that Agent Hopton's reason formotindicatina^he 

H£s^QlLQiil£ bAf_/QL,.gf J^g ^ M^lSEJ however, 

his daughter has jusv Q^o uj. returned to norjrjQd (^nd he was now compIeTerg 
ajmjjahlj^ fnr QeneTal ^ff^Tgnrnfintj as well as special assignment. He 
was considered for y;i^J:lojoaiiori tP^^9LlS:A?,J^S''13 on 5-3-51: JtkOlJ^ ever ^ he 
was r^ossea over^^fyec onsVd^rciiiQ ri i " 

^^s nozlMIKjl&i^^ 

QverXiJ:,ejSJj2^QZ!B^ ^^d again recommend ing his re- 

alJocotion. ^" . ■ " ' ' ■ ^■^">* 




A PERMAKSNT BRIsF OF HIS PERSONNEL FILE IS ATTACHEI). 

R EC OMME: 'DA TI ON : In view of the outstanding performance of 
SA Hopton in the development and handling of the informant in this 
ccse 'p'^ich directly led to the apj:rehension of a hadly wanted I. 0. 
Fugitive^ it is recommended that h e be reallocated to grade GfS-lJ^ 

" ■■III'" ■ I ■ I II I II ———-■■■ ..■■ ^ .. , - ■— ^ . n uBim 1 1 I ■■■mil 111 
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/ 



w 



Me^X) y.r. Glcvin 



fjSOO ::er ar.num. The n ecesscry letter ij. JLllJg£^&J^ 

It is n?cr) rpcomniendeA that §^Qs Hosl^ett^r and SMSH ^^^ 
the S-ecial Agent s^lJkK^Jlmphis.^.Q^(ULx^^ 
he coweTdeJTTlitt^r. The appropriate letters are attached. \ 



) 



iV 



ktiachments 



CRD'.lrh 



^ 






/ n^'i / V 



^ 



J 
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STANDARD FORM 50 



}..i: 



UNITED STATES |\g 
CIVIL SERVICEXOlJlMISSIDffi^ 
OCTOBER 1946 




FORM APPROVED, . 

BUDGET BUREAUNO. SIMIOM 






OTIFICATION OF PERSONNEL ACTiOM?i^^^^^ 



d^ 



i^ 



1.:iiAME IHS. - MISS • RBS. 



IPPUK.INniAt . LAsn 



2. DAT£ OF birth; 



3. JOURNAL OR ACTION Ho. 



4; Date 



Tfeia, is to noti/y jycw <rf the following, ii^tUm. aSeciing your employmenMs 



5*. NATURr OF ACnOH I1I8K CTAHOJUIS TERHlNOLOeY) 



6. EFFECTIVE DATE. 



7. CIVIL SERVICE OH OfHER LE6AL AUTHORITT 



a^M^^ i Mm6^^ & 9e«. i^jii' 



TO 









HELD 



D^ARTMENTAL 



8. POSITION TTTU 



a SERViCI, 6BADB,. 
8ALMIY 



10. ORGAHZAHORAL 
DraGNATiOIIS 



11. 



le. HELO OR DEPTL 



.13. VCTERAIi'S PREFERENCE 



NONE 



IB. 



9.PT. 



16; 

RACE 



'10 POINT 



DIMB: WIF£ WIDOW 



Other 



17. APPROPRIATION ST a E.. FBI 
FROM:; 

TO:. [ 






m^^^mt, 



&- ^. 



FIELD 



DEPARTHEHrAL 



14. POSmON CLASSinCATION ACnOH 



HEW VICE I. A. RSAU 



IB. SUBJECT toes. 
RETIREMENT ACT 
<V£S-I40) 



imL 



19.. PATE OF OATH 
(AIXESSIONS ONLY) 



20. UOAt RESIDENCI 








iA^)¥9^ 




itr^' 



REMARKS 










^^cfe^^e-f^pe,^. 



a: FiuE-j^. :s 




> 



# 



Op^ober 35^ 1951 



liT'4 Al®^ B0Ben 

0^0 rge town ffniversity ffo &p i tai 
3&th and iie^drvoir Boaa^^ Sorthmat 
WaQhingtong B\ Cm 



Dear 4J> . 

J: h&pe fuet &ee» informed th^-b tt me 
neoesQary for ym to ont&r the ho&pif^ arid i 
minted to write you this note totelX gou ham 
GoncemM X am^ 

J want to insist that you obey your 
doctor ^B ord^re^ and take your ttm& €Lbout oomtng 
b<iQk to isorkm - 

Let ne k ^om if there i a anything I can 
&o to be of ^B^iBtanoe to you* 

Sinoerelffj^ 



J. Bfl^ar Hoover 



ntfis^m 



Oiavln, 

Hosas 

Tracy 

Harao 

Bslflloilt 

tohr 

T418. ROOB, 
Wtass 



oJ 






BKWtbp 




1=11 0CT27 



*' OCT 25 1951 



C0PI '. DLC 



■ Petober 13, 1951 



f 
o 

■i 



i 



1-1 



(^J 



MEMORMTOIJM FOR MESSRS 



TOLSOM 
BADD , ^i • 
KICHOI:Si 

GtEGG 

GLAVIH 

HARBO - 

ROJEN 

TRACY 

MfflR 

REASE 



By letters dated October 13, 1951, 
Aggletant DlrectQrg Glf^Tln mri Rqsen arid Ib-^ 

epectors I land Edmtind D. 

feson are being adviedd of their tb^qtbX from 
probation* • . ^ 



] A. Po^gj j 



Veiy truly yours. 



John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



be 



JlCset^ 



OCT 24^5^.^ 




nam 






February 8^ 1952 



Mr^ Ale:s naaen 
Georgetown Uniueraitu HoapitaJ 
38th and Eeseruoir ROadj^ N^ iT# 
Urashington, D^ C^ 



Sear Al; 

I wa$ very aorrii to learn of your hoapitali-- 
nation thia morning and I wish to take thia meana to 
let you know that I am very conoerned about your 
healths 

I do hope the te$tQ^ which you are presently 
undergoing^ mill not reveal anything serious, but 
at the sar^e time J tru&t will permit a diagnoaia 
to be made so that your trouble might be promptly 
corrected^ Please do not let anifofficial matters 
disturb you and make certain that you are feeling 
completely ^p to par before attempting to resume 
worko 

Please let me know of any possible assistance 
I can render* - , 



SiHoerely^ 



^7.^ir-',M^j 



According to Mr» Winterrovod, Mr, Hosen was.hodpitaliBed 
this morning at G.eorgetoidn Hospital for-ikr^e^^^ of tests 
to ascertain the dause of^spme discomfort in i he region 
of his stomach lohich^Jie^hs^^ad for tM p.ast c'diiplei of 



L 




.^^'' 



OTANOARD PORM HO. 64 



Office MenmandMm • 



;tati 



TO 
FROM 



J/B. OLA YIN 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



S/26/S2 




J. P.MOHR 

SUBJECT: XXIT ^OSEN 

Aaaistan-b Dire do 
Investigative Di 



The Director hae instructed that upon Mr» Rosen's return to luwu 

active duty from sich leave he should be afforded a complete "^ — 

physical examination at the U, 3, Naval Hospital at Bethesdot 'i^!!! 

Marylandm ««_ 



Tou should follow and make sure that Mr* Rosen is afforded 
this physical examination immediately upon his return to active 



JPM:DW 



'J 




W 







6 1952 






(" 




DECLASSIFICATIOH AUTHORITY D 
FBI ATJTOIIATIC DICLASSIFICATI 
DATE 10-0S™Z010 



m^H 



I> FROM: 
IDE 



d. 

Mrl Rosen 
Director^ FBI 



% 



be 



March llj 1952 
PERSONAL ANo'^d^y^m^SL 



BRIBERY; 
BRIBERY 



With respect to the captioned mattersy I have carefully 
reviewed all the facts contributing to the delay in the investiga- 
tion of these cases and it appears that there was an unnecessary 
delay in your division- in personally contacting the Special Agent 
in Charge of the Washington Field Office in order that this matter 
could be assured of expeditious attention. It seems to me that 
due to the importance of these cases, you would have personally 
followed their investigation in order that they could be brought 
to completion at the earliesib possible time and further, you 
should have realised the necessity of contacting the Special Agent 
in Charge or the Assistant Special Agent in Charge of the Washing- 
ton Field Office when it was realised in the early stages of this - 
investigati on that there was a delay in its completion. 

In the future in matters of this nature/ 1' shall expect that 
you will take all appropriate measures in order to see that cases 
of such importance are handled promptly* 




CC,p [Personnel File of Asst. Director Rosen 
P&T:ps:ple 



'-f 




■ ,1 //. 



TolBOn_ 

Udd 

Nichols^ 
B«ljijont_ 

Clesf^ 

alavln_ 

Harbo 

Rosan _ - 

Tracy 

Uohr 



COMM — FBI 

MAR 1 2 1952 

MAILED 26 



Tele. Ro.. 

Nease 

Qandy 






h. -i' :' :: k 



*J -,: 



.^^^ 






-,>- .. .'N^ -. Cj^ 









<^ 



c^y^//^ ^F^ 





March 31, 1952 




MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TQI^QN 

. '- : • ••; " ' ■ -.; . ■ •' 

This morning Mr. Al Rosen, Assistant Director in 
Cbarge of the.lnvestigativ^ Division, called to see me. . Mr. Rosen has 
been absent from the Bureau since February 7 on sick leave and informed 
me this motrning that his doctor has indicated that he must take another 
four weeks before he can return to duty. Mr. Rosen stated that he*had 
Connie down from the hospital to see me in order to advise me of this situation 
and of the fact that his doctor felt.that wh^n he did retttrn he should not 
assume the same burdens which he had in the pa^t and which the dbctor 
believes have Imd to his present illness. 




Mr. Rosen stated that he is organically sound but will 
have to guard against acquiring any extreme fatigue in the future, kir. 
Rosen felt» therefore^ that be should not be continued in his present 
position in the Bureau as Assistant Director in Charge of the Investigative - 
Division in view of the fact that he would be unable to put the same drive into 
the work which he felt was necessary and wldch he stated he has given to it 
in the past. : ' 

..^ . 1 told Mr. Rosen tbkt I appreciated his attitude in this 

matter and thatt of course* I wanted to do whatever he desired to have done 
so that his health would not be impaired. He stated he felt he could still 
carry some responsibility and waxited to make the Bureau his life's' work. 
He asked that a decision as to any new assignment be held in abeyance until 
he has returned from the four weeks leave which he is now going upon on 
the advice of his doctor. 




Very truly yours 






John Edgar Heavier' - - ^^./'- - . . - ^ « ^.- 
• ' Directori^.:£:in:Lc-?£cf \*. . . - ..„ ....__, ^ . 








^biitelk totcfl Separtment of 3xmn 
i«b<ral SturMii of itroMtigsfam 



Director 

Federal Bure'au of Inveetigation 
United StateB Department of Justice 
Vaehingtont D. C« 

Dear Sir: 

For Inclusion in the fund to %e paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special 
Agent of the FBI who hae previously contributed to this fund and who dies from any cause 
except self-destruction while employed as a Special Agent, I am forwarding herewith (by 
CHECK - MONET OBOER) the sum of 910, payable to the Chief Clerk of the FBI, to be included 
in said fund. Payment will be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has been 
a member of the fund for two years* It is understood and agreed that the sum tendered 
herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contribution to said fund which I understand is to 
be administered in the following manner. 

The Director of the FBI will appoint a committee which* shall consider all matters 
pertaining to the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of said fund, which committee 
will recommend appropriate action to the Director in pertinent matters, The Chief Clerk 
of the FBI shall receive all contributions and account for same to the Director, Upon 
the death of any Special Agent who Is a member of said fund the appointed committee will 
consider the case and submit a recommendation to the Director, as io its conclusions, Ap- 
propriate instructions will then be issued to the Chief Clerk, directing him to pay to 
the designated beneficiary the sum of 910,000. The following person is designated as my 
beneficiary for>FBI Agents* Insurance Fund: _-. 

■ /£^ - - ^^^ 



Name 



lary ror -Fm 



v->r 2. 



Address 



"100^ i-^-fUU^ Helationship t^>Q=^tL Dat« V'^''^ 



The following person is designated as my beneficiary under the Chas, S, Boss 
Fund providing $1500 death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in line of duty. 



Name 



Address 



sP^/^^^ ^ 




Belationship 



Date 



26APB 




irr 



Very truly youre) i 




APR 4 18§a 



Special Agent 






«TANOAItDraitHNO.M 



Office Me 



TO 



MR. GLAVrm 




'•^ 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



FROM : ]{, L. mURdS^^^^'J-' 
SUBJECT; ASSISTANT MRECTO^'^OSEN 

RE: PfiYSl'CAL EXAMIMTION 




Rikyiioii ^emjiiHaiij}_ri when he is ready to return to worl( from 
sicH leave, tMLiAjLQ.j»j^uL&e..M<li^on_Fn I 

JBM-ULspLojiUmly.--.talHijig. to, Mr.',. Ms en on^jithM..mAtez.s^I 
jrientioned thijlto him and Ji&_Mai£AJi£^}OMnjlih^u£j^f^^^ 
h°:^li-±^hMMM4^J£MiMMM^i...Bethesda as soon as he gets 
ready to return to work,: 

This mtten will he olos eJ^jUomed by the Agent Supervisor 
who handles phj^sical examinations. 



HLEtgt 



/ 




r^'^a^^ ;>3?^'n* -^ *v.'UHv/tMt^;:^ " 



STANDARD FORM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO : 
FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



MR. D. M. LADD 



A. ROi 





a. 



This is to advise that Mr. Rosen calle' 
last night and advised he vas leaving for his 

hnrnp in qftyfilflnd at 9:30 p.m. lisLai^t ana 

that he vould probably be lU^.vf^. a yep^k nr an 
t o^recuperate.. He stated he would keep in touch 
with his office. He is still on sick leave. 




EHW:W 




"iW'-^ 



<'^-^ 

C.^.^"^'-^' 



r 



/' 






^fln*4i'«l*'» 







8 m ici 1852 

8F Mlil'liin 



oandy 



;.> 



n t* (» o I- <3 »* 




9rANDARDPORM)IO,84 



Office Msmorandum • united states government 

10 i MR. D. M. LADD Oy ami 4/8/52 

iff. RQs£n called and advised that he has 
been rpiPfl.^^pa frn|n p\e^ hfigp^^a] and that for the next 
two or th ree days he will be at the Mayflower Hotel, 







/ 



ri.-Mtfr:!i^tf:>-«g»-^at^;t:agratcaia£ast 



cc - Mr. Glavin 



£HW:VH 





2 APR 251 



.MiYiMi.. 



I 




'A 



lf:£ ■!. ia;,! Sj |,i,;;;i5;j|if 



iSu;^ 




#DERAL KJREAU OF INVESTIGATE 

UNITES) mw mmsm qf mm- 



■REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 



FD-185 







Name of Employee: ROSEN. ALr.T 




/ 



Where Assigned: 8JX 



(Division) 
Payroll Title: ASSISTANT DIRKnTOR 



TJJva^ss'PT/iArpjYE 



(Section, Unit) 



Rating Period: from Ifarc^h .^7 ^ 7Q-S7 



to 



March 3iy i95& 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



Rated by: 
Reviewed by: 
Rating approved 



SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 




Signature 



Asat* to the Dir» 
Title 



Employee's 
Initials 



^- 



4-15-52 



Date 




Title 
.^ ASSISTANT MRECmR 



Date 
MAY 2 19S2 



Signature 



Title 



Date 



TYPE OF REPORT 



"^ 



(J) Official 
(X) Annual 



( ) Administrative'^^ 



.^^^') ■ 



5 4 m\' s 1852 ^/ 



I>- 



( ) Tfransfer 

( ) Separation frtoi service ^^- 



.jo2 




U Gi- i; .^...wJIOfJ 



NARRATIVE COMMENTS 

\t>iV' rill' rL'jiiilniions reqitirr tliai (JU rSTANlJlN<j ratings be 'supported by a stalementinvWritmK setting forth IN DK'rAlI, iht- iierfi.minnct' IN K\ KKN 
AMMJ I amhhr KKAS( >NS Un tcmsifiirmwitiafh worthy nf Sl'F.ri AI. (*( >MMKNI)A'in< )N 

I ^NSA'l"ISI^\C^^()k^' ratingsjnust be suppirrted hv n statement in wriling stating (1) WHKKEIN the pi-rfnrn);mof I's un^^n^^u.tl)ry il) tfic fenn^ r»l 
ilu (iHI day} |»RU)H WAKNINfi :mcl (:^) the efforts made AR'EH mE WaRNINCt TO HELP thti cniplnytt- hnn^ His ijfrfnrni^iue ij|> u> a 



US^^ ^< 



^^k'. 



^i^^r, 



=(^ 



' . 



0>ERFORMANCE RATING GU^ 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Rating Form No. ■ FD - 185) 



FD*185A 



Name of Employee ROSEN, ALEX 



Titl. ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

Rating Period: frnm S^Sl-^S d 3^3JL^ S 



Note; 

+ 



RATING GUIDE AND CHECK-LIST 

Only those itenis having pertinent bearing on employee's performance should be rated. All employees in same salary grade should be compated. 
Kate Items as follows. "^ 

Outstanding (exceeding excellent and deserving special commendation). 

Satisfactory (ranging from good to excellent but not sufficient to rate outstanding). 
— ^ — Unsatisfactory. 
— Q — No opportunity to appraise performance during rating period. 
Guide for determining adjective rating: 

An ^Outstanding' rating cannot be justified unlessall elements rated are 'plus', and in addition, of course, supporting comments must comply with, the requirements- 

5s.!?'' 1* 'Satisfactory' and 'Unsatisfactory' ratings are concerned, it is impossible to. provide a mechanical formula for computing the various 'plus', 'check', and' 'minus* 
fTA* 1* Sf^!;?® *"^il ^^i"'5" IJ'ifsufTie equa weight for all elemente rated. Good ijudgment must be exercised to .insure that ffie adiecttve rating is reasonable in the: 
light of the elements rated. AH minus marks must be supported by narrative detajf. and of course, all 'Unsatisfactory' ratings must comply with the requirements as 



set out below 



^ 



(1) Personal appearance. 



i^ (2) Personality and effectiveness of his personal contacts. 



^ 



(17) Firearms ability. 



^ 



K^ 



*^ 



(3) Attitude (including dependability, cdoperativeness, loyalty^ 
enthusiasm, amenability and willingneas.to equitably 
share work load). 

(4) Physical fitness (including health, energy, stamina). 

(5) Reffiurcefulness andt ingenuity. 

(6) Forcefulness and aggressiveness as required. 

(7) Judgment^ including common sense, ability to arrive at proper 
conclusions; ability to define objectives. 

(8) Initiative and, the taking of appropriate action on own 
responsibility. 

(9) Planning ability and its application to the work. 

(10) Accuracy -and attention to pertinent detail 

(11) Industry, including .energetic consistent application to duties. 

(12) Productivity, including amount of acceptable work produced 
and rate of progress on or completion of assignments. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
attributable to causes beyond employee's control. " 

(13) Knowledge of duties, instructions, rules and regulations, in- 
cluding readiness of comprehension and *knowhow* of 
application. 

1^(14) Technical ' or mechanical ' skills. 






^ 



(15); Investigative ability and results: 
_^(a) Internal security cases 
_^ (b) Criminal or general investigative cases 
—i— (c) Fugitive cases 
—^ (d) Applicant cases 
—!^ (e) Accounuhg cases 
.5_(16) Physical surveillance ability. 



-^-^J(18) Development of informants and sources of information. 
-J::! (19) Reporting ability; 

(a) Investigative reports 

— _j(b) Summa^ reports 

_Kl(c) Memos, letters, wires 

(Consider conciseness; clarity; ^organization; 

thoroughness;- — accuracy; adequacy and perti- 
nency of leads; administrative detail) 

-^ (20) I Performance as a witness. 
±1^ (21) l^cpcutive ability: 

^J^;(a) Leadership 

— ^(b) Ability to handle personnel 

_^(c) Planning 

— ^(d) Making decisions 

_*^(e) Assignment of work 

_i- f f ) Training, subordinates - / . 

~^Lxg) Devising procedures ' w,, 

-j^(h) Emotional stability 

—i~k} ) Promoting high morale 

-^M) Getting results 

^ (22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments: 

(a) As leader 

—^ (b) As participant 
kL. (23) Organizational interest, such as making of suggestions for 

improvement 
-1^(24) Ability to work under pressure. 
— (25) I Miscellaneous. Specify and rate: 



Specify general nature of assignment during most of rating period (such as security, criminal, applicant squad, or as resident Agent supervisor, instruc- 

'^^^^'<^)- criminal . 



B. Specify employee's mnst noteworthy special talents (such as investigator, desk man, research, instructor, speaker), Pesk P^^ r Pi^^^^-^ 

and coordinatea all criminal, applicant and accounting work for the fields 



C (1) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of service require'' JCfiJ(If answer is not 'yes', explain, in narrative comments.) 
(2) Is employee available for special assignment wherever needs of service require** _J!e.^f answer is not 'yes\ explain in narrative comments.) 



D. Has employee had any abnormal sick leave record! dunng rating 



(If so, explain in narrative comments.) 



ADJECTIVE RATIlviG: 



RATTS^FAnTOnr 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



/ 



ALEX ROSEN 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

INVESTIGATIVE 'DIVISION 
GS'17 $13,000 



Mr^ Alex Rosen was Assistant Director of the 
Inoestigatiue Division during the entire rating period* He 
presents a good appearance^, has a thorough knowledge of 
Bureau procedure and policy^ He has shown that he is possessed 
of good judgment and during the rating period planned the work 
of the Investigative Division in a satisfactory manner. He is 
able to direct the activity of the Agents assigned to his 
section and is well-liked by the employees in his section. During 
the rating period Mr. Rosen had considerable sick leave as 
reflected hereinafter. 

SICK LEAVE SCHEDULE 

October 25, 1951 through November 2, 1951 

February 8, 1952 through end of rating period 

March 31, 1952 



SATISFACTORY 



Adjective Ratings 



Empl yee ^ s initials 



^ 



April 29. 1952 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOJLSON 







This morning Assistant Director Al Rosen returned 
frona sick leave, he having been absent from the office since the 
first part of February. Mr. Rosen stated that he had checked 
with his doctor and had received the report that he is physically 
sound. He was desirous, if possible, of resuming his duties 
as Assistant Director, contingent, of course, uppn whether he 
will be able to adequately perform those duties. I told him I was 
entirely agreeable to reassigning hinm to this work but that if he 
fouEid it was in any way impairing his health, he should promptly 
advise me so that I might assign him to other duties in the Bureau. 

Very truly yours, 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



JEHimpd 




.-^^^""' 
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1 * -^-. 



Ay 6 1952 



RECORD OF PH^piAL EXAMINATION OF OFFICERS i^ SPECIAL AGENTS 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, U, ,S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



CG-270 



d 

ROSEN^ . Alex 



AGE_il6_yEARS, _8__M0NTHS 



NAME_ 

NATIVITY(8tate of birth^ N, Y* . MARRIED. SINGLE. WIDOWED i Sin^re NUMBER OF CHILDREN 

FAMILY HIS'tORY Father and llpther both livinf:^ J^- trood healthy 



Sister living - goodj hesltho „ .... 




1 


HISTORY OF ILLNESS OR INJURY Pyloro SDasm '^2. 




- 





-HEAD AND FACE 



N 



EYES: PUPILS (size, shape, reaction to light and distance, etc.). 

DISTANT VISION RT. 20/ 2Q correctedtp .20/ 

LT. 20/ ^^ 



N 



COLOR PERCEPTION 



, corrected to 20/ 

Normal ACC I9l|0 



(state edition of StiUlng's ptates or Lamps used) 
DISEASE OR ANATOMICAL DEFECTS; ^ ^ - 



EARS: HEARING RT. WHISPERED VOICE /l5' CONVERSATIONAL SPEECH l^__/l6 

LT, WnSPERED VOICE.^ /iV CONVERSATIONAL SPEEC H ^^ / l5 

DISEASE OR DEFECTS 
NOSE 



No 



Septum deviated to left - no obstruction. 



(Disease or anatomical defect^ obstruction, etc. State degree) 



SINUSES 



TONGUE, PALATE, PHARYNX, LARYNX, TONSILS Occasional post nasal drip 



J TEETH AND GUMS(diseflse or anatomical defect) 
^^ J MISSING TEETH il^\ ,\S ,11 ^1^2 , , 




It 9 4 ft 6 T • • 9 la tt' ts II w i& ia 



NONVI-TAL TEETH 

PERIAPICAL DISEASE, 

MARKED MALOCCLUSION 
PYORRHEA ALVE CLARIS 



TEETH REPLACED BY BRIDGES 



VENTURES. 
^ REMARKS^ 




IT la^ •' 19 30 Z\ IZ £3 24 1$ 2ft' 27 2« 29 » ,31 3» 

J* E. O^Malley Lt jg- DC USW ' 



Med* Healthy 



GENERAL BUILD AND APPEARANCE 

TEMPERATURE N^ ^ ^ ^ CHEST AT EXPIRATION 

HEIGHT 
WEIGHT 



(signature of Dental Officer) 






CHEST AT INSPIRATION 






CIRCUMFERENCE OF ABDOMEN AT UMBILICUS 



3T 



RECENT GAIN OR LOSS. AMOUNT AND CAUSE 3"1| lb*, loss wiffi'' recent illness (pyloro- spasm) 



N 



SKIN, HAIR, AND GLANDS 

NECK (abnormalities,, thyroid gland, trachea, larynx) ^^..CN^- 






a7c?l5,-,^7<A; 



s^ 



SPINE AND EXTREMITIES (bonea, joints, -musclea. {eet T Fes' Planus 3" 



< i" 













THORAX (size, shape,, movement, rib. cage, mediastinum). 



^^ 



N 



RESPIRATORY SYSTEM, BRONCHI, LUNGS, PLEURA, ETC. N X ray N 3800-52 



CARDIO-VASCULAR SYSTEM 



No c.h,ange - horizontal electric axis 



HEART (note all signs pi car;diac invoiyement) 



N. 



BLOOD PRESSURE: "SYST0LIC_^-^" 
DIASTOLIC 



PULSE: BEFORE EXERCISE. 
AFTER EXERCISE 



^8U 



THREE MINUTES AFTER: 

CONDITION OF ARTERIES_ 

CONDITION OF VEINS 



' 1Q8, 



m 



Good' 



Good" 



CHARACTER OF PULSE R®S* 

HEMQRRHOIDS^^g^^ external 



ABDOMEN AND PELVIS (condi.tion of wall, scars, herniae, abnormality, of viscera). 

No tenderness > No organs palpably enlarged* 



GBNITO-URINARY SYSTEM. 



N 



URINALYSIS': SP. GR. ^*Q^^ 
VENEREAL DISEASE 



ALB. 



SUGAR 



N 



MICROSCOPICAL. N 



No 



NERVOUS SYSTEM 



N 



ROMBERG 



N 



REFLEXES, SUPERFICIAL 
SEROLOGICAL TESTS 



w 



Kahn neg,« 



(organic or functional disorders) 

INCOORDINATION (gait,' speech)', 
. " deep (knee,, ankle, elbow)_ N __ TREMORS No 



No 



BLOOD TYPE 



"Al" Rh / 



ABNORMAL PSYCHE, (neurasthenia, psychaathenia, depression, instability, worries) 

. \ - . - . ', ' No 



SMALLPOX 'YACGINATLON: DATE OF LAST VACCINATION 
TYPHOID PROPHYLAXIS:, NUMBER OF COURSESi 



DATE OF LAST COURSE 



REMARKS ON ABNORMALITIES NOT OTHERWISE NOTED OR .SUFFICIENTLY DESCRIBED ABOVE 







^ 




SUMMARY OF DEFECTS 


Ext,. 


„ hemorrhoid:' pes planus; deviated septum 













CAPABLE OF PERFORMING DUTIES INVOLVING 



Strenuous 



PHYSICAL EXERTION 



IS THIS INDIVIDUAL PHYSICALLY- FIJ T.O PARTICIPATE IN RAIDS AND APPREHENSION OF CRIMINALS 

WHICH MIGHT ENTAIL THE PRACTICAL USE OF FIREARMS Yrr (yea or no) 

(when no is ffiven state cause)^.^^^ , ^ ■ 

FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND REMARKS (asi per boards., when .necessary) 



Chest X ray lU x 17r Examination , of the chest shovvs normal heart and lungs. 



Francis B. Eveland ' 
Cdr. MCl(fe) llSm 



(for Dr. H. E> TayloTJ 



DATE OF EXAMINATION May 9^ 19g2 



;y;, 






'^Kn^'"''. 



STANOARO TORM NO. 04 



/-^v 



\nj' 



>>*' Office Memorandum • 



TO 

FROM : A 

SUBJECT: "" 



Mr, Ladd 

I 




%JiOBeny<l 




ITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: December 6« 19^ 

CaU^ 



.:b5 



T.«-nif J^S f°^!^ °^ *^ Detroit Division advised that as a \ 
prto olpal ,MK80t m tl|. r^^ M.,. tog ether rith hi . son-l 




Robey isald that j 

ted in the local trial byf . «_ 

outstanding criminal lawyer in De twit, who has repreL ented a 
number of hoodlums, nwina tv,« ««„«-.' J u..:"?^®^®'**®? * 



land his son-in-law h»^ been 

an 



f. 




numbe r of hood lum's « 
case. I TaT aimed that 

Bgnafljeiitiflfl^ancLmad ftKalg 
FBI men had visited] 



Durlng_the^_course of his summing up the 
^adTbeen the subject of FBI 



SnOnterviewflHr 



Iftottage nftftr nrtm^no Miehlgani' 

"U--, — ■ . . ^ ^ . I -. . . 1 also known as 

J Claimed that the Agents"had ott^ A 



5 /llh^g^^5S|t»^j<«»ii^.^-^ 

:^ " "was an exaiple l of "PBI per^ 



'J) 

I 



-0 



example] Of FBI perseoution of 



jKa 



had 
claimed this 



and his family. 



thatr 



^hj; i*^*f ?^ ^^*« °^ *^« D«*"" Division reflect 
nterviewed in the Roblnk "case by two 



fj 



jjarcOSLl^OT^life was 



the 
Agen7 



itho koiUiul Division. 'Clas't-nLZrar^ai; JnSiSJfJ '5 
^^ - SSiE^Jti.^, in connelttSS^ItSSiLiSnir' 



r 



resulting In the solution of tha -.« i. 

rewards. "^^ «o'«i8«WonMth,,any>isueh;j 



,J/ 



If'/ 



OJ^bh,^ 

CO - Mr. Nichols 
Mr. Olavln' 




be 



bb 



r* 






Memorandum for! Mr. Ladd 



SAC Robey requested advice as to the action to be taken 
In this situation In view of the press Inquiries he had 
received concerning lt« , 



ACTION: 



Mr> Robey was advised that the exact statements made by 
In court should be obtained, after which he 



should be interviewed and made to put up or shut up« If he 



claimed that 



gave the story to him, 



should be 



interviewed injorder that the story could be run down and 
completely disproved. He w as also I nstructed to' secure a signed 



istatement f rora iSpeclal Agen 



genf 
be li 



regarding the entire 



situation, which should be irameaiately submitted to the Bureau 
|together with the results of the Inquiries directed abovet 

Mr. Robey was transferred to Mr. McGulre In the 
Crime Records Section with regard to the press inquiries being 
received in this matter/ 



be 
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.DECLASSIFICATIOH AUTHORITY D1B.I¥EB FMOH: 
FBI AUTOIiATIC DlCLASSIFICATIOl-j' GUIDE 
E'ATE 10-OS-ZOlO 



May 25p 195S 



PtRSONAL AUB ''WW^J^f^^SXTTl^ 







Mr. Alex Rosen 

Federal Bureau of Inveatigatioh 

Washington, i>, C* 



Dear Mr^ Eoaen: 



Mchola, 
B«li»nt_ 

CloSR 

01avin_ 
Korbo 



Tmcy. 

UotkT 



Tele. Rd. 



aaofly_ 



The Bureau is in receipt of the report of the 
physical examination afforded you at the United States 
itTauaJ Hospital, Bethesda^ Maryland^ on May 9^ 1952^ 

Thid report reflects that you have no dia^ 
qualifying physical defects and the 14 x 17 chest X ray 
afforded you in this connection was found to be normal^ 

For your further information^ the electrocardiogram 
revealed a horisontal electrical axis and no change since 
the one afforded you on April 24^ 1951^ which was within 
norp.al limits^ ' ^ 

The Board of Examining Physicians of the Unit^ S 
States Naval Hospital reports that you are capable af ^ "^ 
atrenuoue physical exertion and have no physical def^cta^ 
that would interfere with your participation in raids "'* ^ -^ 
or other work involving the practical use of /frearm^vP ? ^ 



Sincerel 



JV3:cnm ^^ 




^fTfe-dm, 



Z5. Hclfi'^ 

?.3'.L.S 

'"a 0103 



■ ^im 



•'l;i3u;s 



J. Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



':£ : 



U 7; ■'.'.( ', 
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C.OMM — FBI 

MAY 1 6 1952 

MAILED 26 




STANDARD FORM NO 64 



Office Alemorandupz • united states government 



TO 
FROM 



Afr. (Jlavini 




DATE: May 15, 1952 







SUBJECT: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ALEX ROSEN 
Fitness -for -duty physical 
Examinati on 



BACKGROUND 










You will recall that Mr. Rosen recently was on extended 
sick leave as a result of a condition known as pyloro spasm. 
(This is a spastic condition of the pylorus, or the opening from 
the stomach into the intestine ) • 

A ^complete f itness-fqr-dutyphysical examinati on was^ 
afforded Mr^, Rosen at the Natipnql^j[avQjL_M Beihesda, 

M ary land J on May 9, 1952. The j:^suiJbs'ofthis e^aminai^^ 
e^_ss enti gl 1 y negative and the e xamijitn g ph ysician ^certifi ed him 
^ ^ k « V « « --pabie__of_p erfp^rmi n g^^duM^e^s^Xn v^ol v ing.^^^st r.en up us2physi_cal 
A copy of the physical examination report is attached. 



as being c, 
exentjion , 



RECOMMENDATION 



p1 



It is recommended that the attached letter advising 
Mr. Rosen of the results of the above physical examination be 
forwarded to him* 



Attachment 



/ 




(y&wjir 






y 



i^^ 



^79/^~^7^ 





• 



RECEIPT FOH GOWRIENT PRO^TI 

FEDERIL BmU OF IBTESTMIION 

MTED STATES DEPJUfflEI OF JUSTICE 



CC-5a 




I certify that I have receiYed the folloving Goveranient property for official use: 



received 
mmm 



Manual of Ipave Eegulatlons |352 



lliS 



The Goveranient property \Mch you hereby acknovledge 
Is chared to you and you are responsible for taiing 
care of it and returning it when its use has been 
coii?)leted. DO HOT IRK OR MTE OH IT OR MOLTIIATE 



^1 



<^h'\i 



yii} 



fih^ 




/Veiy truly yours, 

Mr. Eosen, SA 



^^ 



RECEIPT FOE GOMKH PP.OFERTI 



fe: 

lillT 



eTs 



L BDMK OF IPESffiATIOI 
STATES DEPARTiNT OF JUSTICE 



f 



CC-5a 



^ i i m ^■■J^rtlfc n ^^fc■^^^^i^^^^^ln^ii^^Pi,MP^^i^|' 



I certify that I have received the following Govemsnt property for official use: 




Nev Coniission Card with case | ?l 

Asst, Director 



K 



Old Commission Card with case # ^ 

Asst. Director 



The Government property which you hereby ackiovledge 
is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care of it and returning it when its use has been 
completed. DO NOT MK OR IITE ON IT OR MUTIUTS 
IT II ANI WAI. 



1* 



I 




r 



rp 



-■^^ 1 r^^ 



w 



jd^,^p«i*c 



Very tw yours, 
AlexKosen 



Special Agent 




sejiii^li. .'( "• - 



wm^ 



:v 




t^^^'>^>^'- 



July 1^^ 1958\ 



Mr. Alex loosen 

Federal] Bureau of. Inueoti'gation 



Dear Ifva Booen: 



- "^ '- - The Bureau has had an opportunity to reuiem the facts 
oon-oerning your failure to provide additioriQl aupervisory 
attention to the Crimnal Informint Desk fro'nt -Deceuber S3. 1951^ 
until February 4^ IBSSi - . , - ' ^ ^ 

-Jt is obuiQua that you failed to adequately apprise 
yourself of the situation existing on the Criminal Informant 
Seak^ particularly ill viev} of :the fact -the Bur^eau n^as attempting 
to laaterially impleuerit its/ criminal informant couerage^ lau are 
.men uware of the fact that n naviher of ruajor^ criuea over iDhich 
•the Bureau has invest igatiue jurisdiction have ocearred which 
might have been promptly -solved if the. Bureau had sufficient 
informant couerQge in those particular fields^' In vieiD-of the 
importance of our informant prograuij - it seems incongruous that 
you waited until February 4g 1953j, to cssi'gn an <^itional Special 
Agent to the Criviinal Informant Desk whehW^he^e ^re a number of- 
Special Age ?it 3 received for assignment in^ouf division "during 
the month of January^ . , /" * "^^4- '^ > ' - 

' - \ '£' ' 't" ^' ' ' 

Tour failure in this: instance is- P^s^rious reflection * 
on the: general administration of your divifi-bk ank you mill be - 
expected to take the necessaryxstepa to avoid^^u^ omissions 



in the future 



Tolaon^ 

Ladd 

Clegg 

bLavln_ 
NIC hoi s_ 

Roaon 

Tracy 
'Harbo 



Very truly yourSp 



CC-* Mr^ Laddy 
ce - ifr*. aiavin 




John Sd-s^arl .^0 ^J^'^^^JlyP r^/^T^ JlJS 








,^^^'•. 



■^ 



#\ 




DEqLASSIIICATIOlJ AUTHORI" 
FBI AUTOimTIC DECLASSIFli 
DAT^ Ip-OS^ZOio 



,DEE.I¥SD ,FB.OH: 
XiH GUIDE'' 






J^L- 



Rosen 



Director, FBI 



^ ^;' COPY-AAP 

■ • July . 8/ 1952 ' 
PERSONAL' AND . 

IS 



o 



\ 



\ 






Tolson 


LBdd 


■Ichols 


Bmlaonb 


Clegg 


aiavin 


Barbo 


RoB«n 


ft^cy 


Uughlln 
liohr 


T«le. Rn 'I 

HoUoman ' i 


oandj 





' ^ I' ain, extremely disple'asedSvith the grossly inadequate' manner in which; the . 
Bureau* s criminal infomant^ rrograiri has been handled, not. only in the field, 
but -also iierejat the Seat 'of ' Government. < Recently, -ASAC Van Pelt of Knoxyille 
conducted a., survey of the'Philadolphia Division, which disclosed that during 
the past six months the -informant coverage of that office had actually decreased 
in spite of the fact that. -specific, and. detailed instructions .for its improvement ^ 
were' issued to. that division in December,' lS^5lj during-the course of the, last , " 
regular: inspection by Inspector Naughten. - / . .- . • - 

I have also learned that in connection with the assignment -of 'ASAC. Van Pelt 
to handle this survey at Philadelphia, your division failed to instruct\him to 
review the -fitidlngs of Inspector Naughten so that^he could determine^ whether the - 
Philadelphia Division was -following through on Mr. Naughten! s recommendations* 
In addition, your division did not advise the Training 'and Inspection Division - 
in advance -that ASAC Van Pelt was' to ^'be used in this capacity. This fail^-ure-to /. 
instruct ASAC Van Pelt "^to ascertain whether the Philadelphia Office was following.; 
through, on Inspector Naughten* s recommendations, ' together with your failure to, ,^ 
coordinate -this -survey with/ the' Training and Inspection Division, indicates^a' 
grossly negligent approach to the whole informant program .on your'part.' 

I 'have, endeavored to try to impress upon- you the' tremendous importance, of 
^^this program to the ; Bureau' s -work. ; I desire , that ASAC Van Felt continue to be ' 
used' -to make special surveys in- tho.se off ices .vz-here./ weaknesses have been detected 
in the handling of the criminal informant program. ' ^These surveys are to be rnade^ 
independently, of regularly, scheduled inspections,- if the need for them exists. 
You, of cciirse, will secure my approval before assigning ASAC Van/Pelt to make a 
particular survey. In addition, .you will be responsible to seeing' to it 'that 
these matters are coordinated with the Training and Inspection Division and^ that .- 
Mr. Van Pelt is instructed to rollovj^ ,through' on the findings^ of previous, 
inspections. • , * ' > . ;.-,-' , ' 

' I -will 'not tolerate ^anyi future derelictions in 'these important matters, 
and I am holding'-you personally responsible to see" to it that there is- no repeti- 
tion of the ^grossly inadequate arid negligent procedures v/hich were followed in 
connection with the handling of- the Philadelphia survey by your division. , > 

CC: Mr.' Ladd (P It C) ^ ' ^, .^ 

TFP:tac'- ' " ^ ^ .> _ - , ^ ^ > 



9ML30195. 



A 



TO 8 MR* TOLSON DATSg June 2U^ 195§ 

7BDE t Mo CLEGG 



SUBJECT^ SURYM OF CRILilHAL IJIKIIMANaS IH 
TIE PHIL-ADELPHIA DIVISION BY ASAC 
VA>J PELT OF KtDXVILLE 

bb 

Backgroimd 

Saper\dsor | | of the General Investiga-U-ve Division 

prepared f or f %^^ , Bo^Qn ^ s f sjgnafare a memorandum for Mr* Ladd dated 6"13"52i» 
concerning ASAC Van Pelt^s check of Criminal Informant Matters in the 
Philadelphia Division* 

., Er. Rosen reoommanded consideration be given to the ad-vdsability 

'^i of sending Van Pelt ix: other offices. Ur. Rosen quoted the Training and 



rv 
( 



inspection Division as saying that in the interests of econciny and effici- 
ency checks of Informant Matters in axvy other Field Offices sliould be 
handled by Burea'a Inspectors* L!r. Ladd agreed r/ith thia yLqw^ 

Xou mH recall that Mr, Van Pelt is ASAC at Knoxville and 5 ac- 
cording to the Investigative Division^ has done an outstanding joli in the 



•^v^ handling of Criminal Informants ^nd has been CDimehded bj- the Bureau, 

1 Because of thiSj^ the General Investicativo Division recommended that he go 

f' to the Philadelphia Office to see iihy the Philadelphia Office ^i^as spending 

i^ so much time on Informant Matters i-ri-thout developing any -informants in ' the 

- 6months subsequent to Mr. Naughten's inspection of December^ 1951* 

^^ Director's Query 

The Director stated that he aifould IxLw to knoT/?- T/hether Inspectors 
have been making checks of Grlminal Informant Matters all along diiring in- 
speotionSo 

There is attached hereto a 7-page survey of Criminal Informant 
Matters in tlio Philadelphia Division^ prepared by Inspector T, E. Haughten 
under date of iiecember '6^, 19^1. It mil be noted that tiiio survey touches 
upon aH phases of Informant Matters concisely^ specifically and completely ^ 

' A t?ord for t?ord comparison between the report of ASAC Van Pelt in 
June^ 1952^ and that of Inspector Naughten of December 6^ 19Slj reveals 
" that f;lr* Van Pelt has offered no neisr ideas not previously kaovm to the 
Bureau or presented by Mr* Naughten except two developments since I!ii% 
infection § 



Philadelphia not contacting each informant and potential 




infomiant each U5 dscySr, although Bureau had Vaiowledge of 
tW.s in some instances. 

Bo Philadelphia^ in, some instancoS;, not recording time spent 
developing new infoimante in strict compliance mth the 
Manual of Kules and Regulations • 

Mir* Van Pelt makes no other recoimnendations not contained in Mr, 
Naughtsn^s report, Mr» Naughten*s report furnishes additional i^econimenda- 
tions which do not appsar in Mr, Van Pelt's report* Mr, Yan Pelt was 
instructed by Mr. Rosen to IJoriit his check in Philadelphia to finding out 
why so much time vjae being expended without res^iXts as to deinBloping ne^ 
informants;, "but Mr, Van Pelt did not so confine his report. 

By way of background^ it is reported that the Inspectors* Manual 
contains information concerning tow Informant Matters shall be chec ked on 
field in spections and these instructions were prepared by Supervisor[ 



I l at the requesst of Mr. Mason, ITiere is a detailed analysis of the 

handling of CriJiiinal Informants in each field inspection and an appropri" 
ate "Krite-up in each inspection report. Copies are sent to the 3xivesti« 
gatlTO Division* 

Mr, Rosen has stated that he is completely satisfied mth the 
- way Informant Matters have been checked by Field Inspectors, Supervisor 
I l agreeSft 

The purpose of the Training and Inspection Division's recommend- 
ing that future field office checks of Informant li/Iatters be handled by 
Inspectors is that the survey of ASM) Van Pelt cost $237,00 in salary j> 
per diem and travel^ tied up Mr, Van Pelt" for 5 days^ and produced the 
same findings as !£r, ¥aughten had presented 6 months earlier. 

It is required that every inspection include a comprehensive 
analysis of the handling of all phases of Informant Blatters* 

Other Facts For Consideration 

Inasmuch as Mr, Rosen recom^nended a letter of coramendation for 
ASAC Van Pelt because of his "excellent analysis and factual report" on 
Informant Matters in the Philadelphia Office^ the following should be con- 
sidered! 

1, Time Spent in Developing Informants 

On page 8 of his raemorandum^ W, Van Pelt suggested that the 
Bux'sau consider the advisability of instructing the Philadelphia Division 
to make a periodic checkup on time submitted by individual Agents to in- 
sure that they are submitting accurate totals as to ,time spent in develop- 
ing nev/ informants. 



bb 



be 



-^ In discussing ihis matter isAth Criminal Ihformaat Supervisor 
mf the General Investigative IDivision^ Mr# Elason was informed by 
I that, exact totals in subse quent checkups of time expended 



cannot be obtained* In| |opinion^ experienced Bureau person- 



nel can make a comparison of time an Agent says ha spent with material 
placed in the file and satisfy himself whether the Agent ^s statement is 
out of line J but only on an approximate basis » 

For record purposes^ each Agent submits laonthly to his SAC a' 
statement -of tha time he spent in endea^rorlng to develop new informants ♦ 
Resident and road work agents prepare daily reports showing the exact time 
spent in interYlews* This can be accurately checked* Agents in headquar- 
ters citjr do not submit daily reports. Consequently c, it m)uld be difficult 
to tell -whether certain interviews lasted 1$ minutes or 2 hours when an at- 
ten?) is subsequently made to "verify time expended. An approximation of 
the time could be guesses at fztjm the content of a memor^cKium submitted 
reflecting the context of the interview. , It Tsrould be easy to arrange for 
Agents to recoxd exactly the -amount of time expended so that subsequent 
analyses could verify exact totals^ but to do so would result in additional 
paper work not believed m>i?ths?hile inasmuch as the basic idea is to get re« 
suits by developing informants and putting them to i^ork rather than in 
arranging an elaborate score-keeping system. 

2* Incomplete Results by Mr, Van Pelt 

Mr. Naughten, in Deconber^ 1951^ instructed the Philadelphia Of- 
fice to ctativate new informants ttirough the use of C. 0« 0. cash payments 
te potential informants for information. Mr. Van Pelt did not comment on 
this J not did he report any analysis of whether Philadelphia w;as following 
this recommendation. Inasmuch as this was a definite part of Mr. Vspi Pelt's 
mission he should have done so. l*his was an omission. It should have been 
caught by the Bureau Supervisor but was not. Supervisor Stetter explains- 
he felt Mr. Van Pelt had located the core of the problem. 

3* Lack of Clarity in Ett Van Pelt's Memoranduia 

Item 5? page 8^ of Mr. Van Pelt's memorandum of June 6^ 1952^ 
state S8 

?The same situation exists with respect to other individuals^ 
.considered for cultivation and development as. FC^s but vrtio do ■ 
. notj upon completion' of the initial contact^ appear to meet 
the requirements. Such individuals are-> therefore^ not recommen- 
ded as PC's and the contacts are not reflected in th^ filesj 
however J the time spent in the initial meeting is included iri 
the tiiae spent on the CI Program,^ 

The above paragraph is under the general heading "'lime Spent In 
Development of Hew Informants j" which contains a table shoTdng time expended 



1 



montKLy in this phase of operations i Beneath tho table is the statement^ 
"It Is pointed out^ ho-roverj, that crimijial infonaants aid potential con- 
tacts and attempted contacts in addition to those listed above ware actaial- 
ly made but could not be included in the above totals becauses" Certain 
reasons are shbrni as to #iy time escpended in developing infonnants could 
not be verified by Mr. Van Pelt. Then item 5^ mentioned above^ follows. 
It should be noted that item 5 shows that persons not recommended as poten-^ 
tial infonnants are not reflected in the files. IMs procedure is contrary 
to Bureau rules. There is no statement to that effect^ nor is this matter 
drawn to attention^ nor is snj recommendation made concerning it. Lack of 
clarity exists in, that it is difficult to tell whether Mr. ¥an Pelt is 
criticising" the Philadelphis Office or sho"vdng why the analysis he made of 
time reported by the Philadelphia Office a s esspended in developing inform- 
ants is not, complete. Supervisor ! [ feels that the paragraph is clear ^ 
whereas Supervisor MaHey of the Investigative Division and Messrs. 
DeLoach and Mason feel that the paragraph should have been more clear and 
Mr. Van Pelt^s intentions more adequately expressed. The TiBeakness is pri- 
maril y the reHo nnsibility of Mr. Van Pelt and secondarily that of Super- 
visoy i [ 

k* Failure of Supervisor | [ to 

Follow Up on The Recommendations of 
Inspector Maughten During the Past 6 Efonths 

Mr.' V^iPelt reported that in the 6-Jaonth period follovdng Bir. 
Haughten's inspection only 5 of the 15 Criminal Infoiiaants were contacted 
each U? d^Sj, as. required. Certain of the other informants ^?ere not con- 
tacted for perfectly legitimate reasons* 

In his inspection refjort ULc^ Haughten emphasised the need for 
more time being spent on infoi^aants and the inadequacy of the Informant 
Program. At that time^ December^ 195lj there ymre 20 Informants. By June 
1^.1952, they declined to 15» Mr. Waughten prepared charts portraying the 
situation. The General Investigative Division failed to follow up on Mr. 
Kaughten^s recommendations and directed no communication to the Philadelphia 
Office affording supervision until a letter dated the day before Mr. Van 
Pelt arrived in Philadelphia, lit. Van Pelt»s survey was initiated after a 
6-^onth period of no supervision by the Bureau Supervisor. 



Supervisor states he has not followed up on the inspection 

report for PhUadelpnia o r any other in spection report of other offices ex- 
cept to a limited extent. | | points out - that the volume on the 
desk has made it necessary for him to concentrate on current mail^ paid 
inforaiants, and. broad programs. He did make arrangements with his superior 
for assistance from all. Supervisors in the Criminal Section, t?ho, in the 
period from March through June^ 1952, made analyses of the informant cover- 
age and existing deficiencies in all offices. His next schediiled analysis 
of informant -coverage in Philadelphia was due June 1, 1952* Such an analy« 
sis of Philadelphia operations was presented by Inspector Kaughten in 
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Dsce^borj^ 19Sl^ but| t^id not foOLlow through on it. 



$V Incoii5)lQt© Data in J&*9 Rossn's 
Ilfeiaarandxim of June 23 ^ 19525 
• ,?/hich las v^bmittsd to TivB Director - . ^^ 



The TEsmbrandum "^-ich | | prepared for MTo Eos^^^ dated 



Jiine 135 19525 and which Tvas acted upon by the Director^ cliarged the Phila« 
delphia OfficG tvitti not contacting each itj days a total of 10 out of 1$ 
approved informants and hi otit of Sij. TX>t entiai inform ants In order to 
present a clear pictaro to tte Directorj | | should have mentioned 

that in connaction •Gri.th tSic 10 appro^^ed ij^foasmnts not contacted each kB 
days^" ISr^o Van Pelt oubnittcd 6 Gxamplos* Of the 6:^ 2 ^bvq contacted pei^ 
sonaLLy snA tJis Bureau had praviousiy instrac.ted that contact not be mado 
viith thaa» In- orm of tiss instances faHuro to make contact vms because of 
the transfor of tho Agent handling tJio inforiaant and the fact that the re^ 
plactog Agent Tsas out of tho.Divi^ion^ definitely a tr^eaioisss on the part of 
tho PhlLadelplriia Office o . . ^ 

. The Buraau is aware "ttiat the fourth individual was in travel status 
and could not b8 reachade. Ttia fifth vibb sick and. confined under the care 
of a pS^siciano Th©. sixth person was not contacted because of the death of 
his vafo af fcsr an oxt^iMi^d illness^, tt*** Van Pelt. reported numerous contacts 
with the 1$ infonaants'and stated that ten "rare not contacted each liS days 
as Inquired* Hedid_not_give ©isamples of the other four persons i?jho i^re 
not contacted. | | did not e^lain tte extenuating clrcmstanees 

rolatlx^ to 5 eut of the* 6 examples mentioned abo??B^ vM.ch ?;Duld havej, of 
coiarso^ c han?;;ed the com TxLexion of the allegation against the Philadelphia 
Division. | [ explains that he vraa supposed to be lecturing to the 

Criminal Ihfpttaant School - at the Seat of Govamment at >the time hs revised 
this portion of hxa roamorandum and he read Mr* Van Pelt^s findings too 
hurriodly^ thus failimg to note the qualifications ajq^alned thajreino 



Coiaamsnts of Supervisor 



points out that ho liad no suparvieoxy assistance on 

his deskfixjin Decmber 28^ 1951^ xYhan ^^ecial Agent Rosa Randolph resigned 
until February 15^ 1952^ vdien Special Agent Je Jo ISarphy^ lir, Randolph'' s 
replaca-iient^ took over his duties* During this period a si ^.able badcLoj^ 
de^lopad^ aggravated by a rapidly feroTring volume of work* I I 

called attention to the problem and , arrancoments -s^ero made for analyses of 
ertolnal informant coverage by other Supoandsors in t!ie Criminal Section, 
Ho also -called' attention to tto matters not receiving supervision in a 
riemor^u^um dated Hay 22^ Ip^Ja^, and. requested, tliat. his desk be afforded ad« 
ditipnal Agent helpe - The, Trainings and Inspection Division made a survey at 
this t±Gie concerning*, the voIueb of vjprk on tho Criuiinal Informant deaS; and 
it was concluded that tha addition of a clerical suiper visor \!iould be suffi- 
cientv 'too Agent Supervisor s^ including | [ aivs already assigned 

to this desk. 
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iil7 of the 56U criminal informants curre ntly listed h ave been de- 
VBloped since this responsibility was assigned to l I in February^ 

1950* During th© same period paid informants have been increased from 22 
to 79» Potential criminal informants have been increased from 850 in Aug- 
ust^. 1950^, to over ii^OOO at the present time* . . ' - 

■ ' \ g>!ICLUSIOHS AMD RECOECTffiHDATIOHS \. . 

!• Primes attention xs given in each inspection to an analysis of 

criminal informant matters and reeommeridations for improvement* 
The findings of the Inspectors have satisfied Assistant Director 
Ho sen, A detailed presentation is made availa ble to the office 
inspected;, as Tvell as to Supervisor ! I 

2. LSt* Van Pelt's survey of June^ 1952> added no ideas new to the 

Bureau, It indicates the Philadelphia infoimant situation has ; 
'. growi TOrde since £lr, Maughten^s inspection of December^ 19^1 j ^ 
which described it- as inadequate at that tjme. - Mr ♦ ^^Taughten 
outlined Sl corrective program for the Philadelphia Office,- 
This WIS vigorously broug ht to the att ention of the SAC. It 
was the responsibility of | | to see that this program 

was foll owed by tine Philadfelpliia Office • He* did not do so o | | 
I I claimed that he had too great- a baclcLog of -yvork on nis 

. de Gk to supervi se the Philadelphia Office and afford more than 
limited supervision ' to other office inspected, A recent survey • 
by the Training and Inspection Division recommended that his re- 
. , quest for an, additional Agent helper not bo granted but that a 
clerk be added, 

3*^ The report of Mr, Van Pelt is mxsceptible to better organization, 

A paragraph at the bottom of page 2^ continuing to page 3, deal- 
ing with' criminal infoi^ants is repeated on page 5 as relating 
to - potential informants. Not a serious matter, Jji another 
paragraph his meaning i s not clear. Mr, Malley of 'the. Investi- 
gative Division agrees. | [ still does not see the lack 
of clarity in the paragraph mentioned^- altliough Bfessrs, DeLoach 
and Mason believe it lacks clarity , ^ The responsib ility is p±i- 
marily !ir. Van Pelfsj secondarily | ~| 

h* Supervisor I H has not directed any letters to the Phila- 

delphia Office or otherwise provided supervision of Informant 
Matters in that Division since December^ 1951* except one letter 
dated June 2^ 195?^ dispatched the date Efr. Van Pelt was p re- 
, paring to go to Pliaiadelphia for his survey, T l a^rees. 

5« ^, There were in adequacies in s upervision at the -Seat of .Government ^6 

by Supervisor ! | in the failure to take action follo7;= 

ing the inspection report of Mr. Maughten of December^ 1951^ 
which picti;.red the infonaan-Q situation of the Philadelphia Office 
as inadequate, | [ agrees. 



be 



he 



1 y~ 

6« A letter o£ cormaendation previously recomcaeiKied by I I 

for Mr. Van Pelt and not jet Tsrltteni does not appear warranted. 
iSr. fan Pelt did exactly Twhat he was paid to, doj although he un- 
doubtedly has unusual ability aid experience in the handling of 

- informant matters. His presentation, was of, .an average natarej^ . ' 
nothing outstanding or commendatory /tes not^ on his partj he 
overlooked reporting' the progress of the Philadelphia Office in 
one technique to develop new informants previously reconmiended 
by an Bispectorj there i^ras a slight amount of repetition in Ms 
report; and the intent of one paragraph o'f his report ^vms not 
cleari. It is believed that a letter of cpnniendation sliould be 

' vvritton only for unusually effective wark^ 

7» St* Louis^ Indianapolis^ Milwaukee j^ and Butte are all' due for in- 

spectionsp Since Mr. Hoeen desires an inquiry into inform ant 
matters in these offices a Bureau Inspector should handle* | | 

I H agreeg, Mr, Ladd concur s# ^ .. 

8* Ifir* Van Pelt be used as. an Aide to Bureau Inspec tors on nearby _ be 

offices whenever the informant coverage is TGreak. | )^ 

^ grees» This m)uld give other offices the benefit of any ideas 
which Mr* Van Pelt has, as t^ell as give him farther experience 
in observing techniques applied in other field divisions. It 
•ffi^uld also assure the opportunity for a free discussion by ISr# ' 
Van Pelt mid the Inspector Trith the '.officials handling the in- 
. foiaant program in "Uie office being inspected for' it is ho ted 
that in his Philadelphia check Mr* Van Pelt was under instruct- 
ions by the Investigative Division not to make any oral recom- 
mendations^ engage in controversy, or give suggestions orally to 
, the SAC- • .: . ' 



9. Criminal informant coverage 'in the Philadelphia Division was in- 

adequate in December^ 195l| still is| and has gotten x^rso in. the 
interim » More effective Bureati supervision is needed « 



10. Inasnmch as^the Bureau should have the best possible talent at ^^ 

the Seat* of Government supervising the criminal informant pro- 
gram of the field c, consideration should be given to choosing one 
- .of the outstanding Agents or ASACS who has distinguished himself . 
in the handling of criminal inforraant matters, and transf er him 
to the Seat of Government as a replacomentf/r Supervisor] | 



n^ 



Assistant Director Hosen states he irouLci appreciate having a 
fuH and complete inspection of all phases of the informant pro- 
gram supervision in the Investigative Division as soon "as 
possible* If approved^ Inspector Haughten will be instructed to 
handle this* Mr* Rosen has read and initialed this memorandum, ' 



A permanent brief of Supervisor 



is attached* 
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AMERICAN AIRLINES 

100 PARK AVENUE • NEW YORK 17, NEW YORK 




Tolso 
r. T.add 
r. Nic 
! Mr. Behfion 
Mr. Clog-g- 
Tr. Glavin 
BIr. Ilarbo. 
X.lr. Rosen 




/^ M^> Tracy _,^ 



Juno 6, 1952 



'^/ 



Mr. Holloman — - 
filias Gaudy 



Dear Mr. Hoover: 



^ 



Re: United States versiis American Shippers, Inc# 
U. S. District Court, Docket Number ;iii2S4.-t;u 



Under date of May 28, 1952 lfeu^*_IL^,Cars^n, Speclea Agent 
in Charge of your Los Angeles field office, ad^secJLjfle^^of^ 
the prosecutive results of captioned matter, namely, the 
fining of subject corporation in the amount of ¥3>000 on a 
plea of nolo contendere to six counts of a twelve count 
information. Amarlcan^lrljbne vlctindzed as a resjiLt 
of_the machinations of "QSeT pi^i!ncTpals~^b^^ SHippers, 
Incr^toJ^^ Mlls^^of laHlngr ' " I am fully " 

appreciative of the salutary effects to be derived from 
^CX?lSi5£I^I19l? _inves'Q[^at'lon^conducle^ 

not only by American" AlrllriJM^^^^l^^ I hop^','^ "t^© ^^^1^^© 
I industry as a whole, 

I want to commend to you the splendid CQo PgJ^j'^oo ^.fiojj^gj^ 
to me by Assls tcuit IJTrector Al Ros'en, per'son^^ the Loe 
4ng9les^ j>f fjLce ,,.^nd Jpar^ ^'^"^ 

accQsnting. .work ^.condiict©d;.|^...Spec3Lal~ Agent^ Wlllla^^ ^?t'-*?? • 

I trust that you are enjoying the best of health, Jfy 
kindest personal regards to you and members of your staff. 



"^^^ 



A 



St 



-^A^Vv^i 



ts 






45 







/ 

V >3 I^irector 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justlc^S*^ 
Washington, D; C,-'^ 



•J 



cct Special Agent in Charge 

FBI, 510 South Spring Street 
Los Angeles 5, California 
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BECEIFT FOR GOVERNMIT PBOPE] 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAT! 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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I certify that I have received the following Governsisnt property for official use: 
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teCIOB'S MiUAL I 11 



t 



(Issued April f, 1952) 



HETUiED 



ISMTOE'SMiUALl ^ 



/ 



(issued yq 21, p5) 



Destroyed in Field Office 
Eetumed to Bureau 
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... , . nkledge' 
3/^rged to you and you are responsible ^:;ie.king 
wofJil aaiin'Eeturning it when its use has been 
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NOT MARK OR WRITE ON IT OR ITILATE 



If IN ANY lAY. 



t^-^ 



ei-^aiJ 



t.1 ;,; \^ i'S^fc} 
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Very it^ly yours, 
AleFR^en 



u^z^ 
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< Office McfMdnduM • united states government 



TO 



Mr. ladd 



DATE: February l8, I95, 



SUBJECT; fkoUNDUP OF 
DEVICES IN 
ITOQD. 



GAMBLING 
TEiniE33EE 




I'^i/t^Tif/i rii/i- pp^: 



,^:W 



! ^ 



with yeferenc e to the JeiiifijiiimJt^^ 

|^iWSr,.y>?^fl^ff thlat^ot MChlnes^KogSilUil 
JSBIttlBaAitf a letter pTacEMeSgient has been sent advising 
the Senator that a representative of the FBI will call on him, 

Special Agtot 0, H. Baftlett, a|l8on,,Mt,^<?int|?t9d . 
JMator KefauTer's efflee and vas advised that the ii^tJU. out \ 
jOM^aaaMfl wSySt rettgn antil the mflt^LlMSa^ SA (J 
Sartlett made definite arrangements to aee Senatof Kefauver iffiw 
he rett jiag. 




For your iaformatlon, the toowtnA «A th* Mathp^Ik 
Si2ialifflS> pursuant to instructions from the InvestigatlTe Division, 
kz&isAJiendMtiB^juntiSfi^ to 

determine the number, of machines located In that state In violation 
of the WOOD Statut^ and to determine Aether there are Individuals 
1*0 are subject to prosecution under this act. A '\ ^^ >>) v 

■ > •■ f05-i7'f- 

The KnoxvljUe Division has advised that U, 8. Attor^^y^ 
Otto T. Ault, ChattapooM ^ Tenne ssee . has been eontaet^n oonnectlon 
with the surveyandhedvTs^ pf 

Confess to r egulate gaiabUi g; devlCiJB^J^ la^eaaea..where.tlxey 
wereJranaportirinii^^ He, howeyer^ authorized 

and designated his assistant at Knoxvllloi Tennesseoi to render 
all opinions regardljng these violations In that Jtidlelal dlstrlett 
Re Inatnifitflii thfl Aspsistant U> S> J ^ttomey to write a letter to the 
!eBfi2jffl2!Ll2|^^®tl**8 apeclflc In^stwctlons ccpcernlng authorization 
for selziriror"gSiBn^ of subjects under 

the provisions of this act* Departmental Attorney 



who handles this vl<^latlon In the Pepartaea t. has advised that he 
lll.?:?Hil?lJib9 Vftli^ the Assistant U. S. Attorney at 
fiioxville, Tennessee, and that he Is preparing Departnenta l 
i Mtrnctlons and^opl njoji which will be fo^ 'warded to the U. S, 
4ttoraey\s offlceliurlng the week " * 



r! MDtjlb 



be 




[^mox-eurkd-ujm -t* 



. r.a.dia. 




February I63 19^0 
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tffiiroilAl-IDOTI FOR Ml. TOLSOR 

MR. ROSEN ; .1 

This morning I had occasion to send for 
Mr* Hergett to discuse vath him his new assignment in 
the investigative Division and I was amazed to learn^ 
that he had^not as yet been informed 'Of his designation 
as assistant to llr, Rosen. I gave orders several days 
ago for this desi^^jnation to be made and ivhy Mr, Hargett 
was not promptly informed I do notl.knovf. ■ 

On checking mth Mr. Tolson I am informed that 
L-lr. Rosen was written aomemorandum ad^rLsing of the 
designation by the Administrative Division but "thgt the 
Administrative Division did hot advise ¥£C* Hargett. It 
would seem to mc to be elementary that when transfers 
or designations are made a letter should ;^e written ''oj 
the Administrative Division to the employee, or emplo2,^es^ 
aifeSted and in the future I want this done. 

The failure of the Adninistra tive Division 
to do thisj however^ does not explain to me v-rhy Mr. Rosen 
has delayed until nov; to advise Mr. Hargett in order that 
he may promptly assume the duties of Mr. McCabe so that 
Ifc, McCabe may proceed promptly to Boston to assume the 
duties of the Assistant special Agent in Charge." 

Very truly yours, 



^ \ 
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Mri -Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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DICLASSIFICATIOH JXTTHORITY D1P.I¥ID FROH: 
FBI AUTOHATIC DECLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10-OS-ZOlO 



September 12^ 1958 



\J PERSONAL AND C 

Mr^ Alex Hosen 

F&deral Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D* C. 



Dear Mr» liosen: 

I have reviewed the information which you have 
furnished with respect to the failure to promptly inform 
me that prisoners had escaped from the Federal Penitentiary 
at Lewisburg and that this Bureau had initiated inuestiga^ 
tion to locate the escapees at the request of the prison 
authorities and there appears to be absolutely no justifi-- 
cation for the delay which occurred^ I was also misinformed 
with respect to the guestion of vjhether the prison authori- 
ties had notified the Philadelphia Division of the escape 
within one hour in accordance with the requirement previously 
established in such cases and it mas necessary for me to 
make personal inquiry in order to ascertain that this 
condition had in fact not been metm 



These matters most certainly reflect a highly 
unsatisfactory supervision on the part of yourself and the 
Investigative Division and I find it impossible to condone 
then* Accordingly you are being placed on probation* I 
must insist that you and your subordinates afford more alert j 
thorough and searching control and direction over those 
investigatioln^s falling within your jurisdiction and you will 
be he^ld personally accountable should there be any further^ 
mishi^ndlfng^'^such as occurred in this case^ \^ 
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IC:ple^Q^ 




COMM » FBI 

SEP 11 1952 
MAILED 30 




Very truly yoursj 

J. Edgar Hoov&r 

John Edgar Hoover 
DiJ'^t^r 

• 1 1". '* 
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Mr. Nichols 
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TO 1 MR. TOLSON 



FROM : R, ff. QRESHAU 



SUBJECT: AGENT PERSONNEL ASSIGNED' 
eRiillNAL INFORMANT BESS 




'I -1 



DATE,: ju2y 14, 1952 



':r t '1 ws 



Reference ia 
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-♦■w-tft** J2£BIS3|K£?.a^jii(Ss.»ftrftflciuDi o/ 




^JaiLS*.4fi5^ «<tft< ofc reelected the re suits of hi a interMioB . ,,. 
lattft gjpeofqj .AgeaA J l and wfterein tAe Pi rise to ri J ^ 

nadj? carta t ft Inaui r* « * ^^8*?/"^ »i»^-.tA^' .««« ^S'niBen* ^o/ . p_erAo.nhe:i _ZZI 

*2_*Ae £'r<jiinai ihformahi Desk, 



aSPLA'GEMENT FOR 



ASSISTANT: 



.b6 
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The Jjlr ector :mji.Ud.to Hnow houi far before. 12/2e/$l wia the 
SjureAit-advia^ed ] \ aaai»taut Gontemplateii resigning and 

^^M^j^.Pe,_were_not^ taien prior to 1/2/52 to-.-xMyitfjr_ui..re,p;ia.Qgm«.?i*. 

JSE afegiai Agent Rosa V, Rand olph was a'astgned to the CriminQl 
Info rmint^siSJimK l I "" —^--•^- — 



bo 



be 



duty on 12/28/51 ^ 



Mr. Rob en on L 



fifteen c alendar dava before .Ae^^waa .to.^omke 



A\ memorandum from Rosen to Ladd dated 12/20/S2 regueeted a 
replacement for Ranidolph^a seruicesm 




Mr* gQAejii d.o.e3^ not know n^hy his, diMiaxonupeTmii±ed.M.^we.eif^ia 
elapse afte r the]^ kn0W..o^-^Jiaiid.olph1s resignation befor^e reaues^rstgr 
q^replace jgeht. Mjr^RjppjJiqd^^^^ it ifiLfljs . t/ie responsibliiity h?^1khe -^ ^ 

Ci:iSiSqr ffe ct i ojl^ Chi ef.^ Frank LXSrioe. to request a~re placed nt^; W^ 

.zrs<^^'^^^ -r^ ^^ 

The memorandun requesting a replacement was prepared by 
SpeciOiJ^ Agent William P. Jones, the Personnel Assistant in the 
Jnvesti'^^iv 



The memorandun requesting a replacement was prepared by > 
?/i-t William P. Jones, the Fersonnel Assistant in the 
lue piw^ioji and ma afproued for Hr* Rosen by Criminal 



Sect ion Oh i^ 'Fri^,^b • 

Q ^ r- 'tr? 



bJ,^j jQaea'4 . A rftannnahlv aertain' he prepared ^h e KMnora^giifg-i^ jAe 

aga^ (m m rrec £jLm4^ the^ rggxif ai^ ,^ JSe^^^oj^ai iv yiBss ■ no¥tq ndur f,inh 

^uly 21 but 
M!^n his 




rs*urn_to:rBay. 

CC - Jiir, Glavin 



^^"''■■xo^^Lr, 



■/■y 






RCGswb 



K^V:./ 



'f*-' 



^ 



CfK 





'^ 



+■/ 



V i. T T\^S 
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^i.J 



A. 



=ii_A^._..v"t4Aii 



!l 



Memo to Ur\ To 1 son. July 14 j,, 1952 

Re: Age nil Personnel Assigned 
drimjinal Informant Desk 

The memorandum of 12/20/51 requejsting a r.epIaceTaeht for 
RaridoJph WQ» received^ by me at l' 2:0p,^.p.)k._ ^ISjAlI&L lo^A ch was 
tliejlqst^ workday before the Christmas So liday. Immediately upon 
reeeiptof the requesrt, I reviewed out list of Special Agenis 
in, the field who had been recommended for advancement ^ selected 
the names of those having the best gudlificaivons for criminal 
supervisory work and ordered t,he^e^r:§:QJinel ^^s.e_j^>\Ze3_ 

\\wjrerejlj^ju^ ^^V 

f ] following the iChristmas Holiday.^ 

! J imm ea lately, conferred with -^r* Mohr and SA A. Glenwood: 
Qilliiand\wa3 selected as the mos't desirable Agent for this, assignments 
Immediately thereafter I conferred with Mr* Winterrpmd, in Mr. Rosen's 
absence^ and he indicated his approval of Gilliland for this assign- 
mentm On the sarae d qy^ 12/26/51, I prepared an order to the_ 
Admi nistr atvae^.J}i.uxs'ioni 3jiAij^%^i ^^9 ^iha To t'rdjis/er^l e£ie r be prepared 
a nd that Gilliland* s departure /no w^ 5* . ip;u ^^ aHliland^s 

transfer 7I^T^eF'TcI¥aFe3 '^t^ ^ufeau'pn 

By letter dated l/l5/S2 Jthe SAC at iSt, Louis advised that 
fftiii^and {oM?ne'd d howie in St* Louis and was anxious to. dispose of it 
before^ departing on transfer and' therefore Gilliland^ would depart 
Sts^L6ai3^ on 2/1/52 and report at the Bureau on 2/^/S2^ Messrs, Rosen 
and Price both ini.tialed this Letter m 

iir,^^Bosen advised that according to the date stamp, on, this 
letter nTjifas 'brought, to his a^ttention on 1/22/52, and he notjed, 
Gilliland: ;was to> depart St • Louis ten days later on 2/1/52 and was to 
report for duty on 2/4/52* Mr* Rosen does not rej:all what his reaction 
was to the fact that Gilliland'^wquld not arrive until 2/4/S2^ 

MrJ Price will be interviewed about this 'matter upon his repurn 
from a,nnudl leave 7/21/52* 

QilMl^^A^i^Q^nd^Jj^^^ w^5 actaally 

I assigned to theij)fLormxn±.^I>e^k,jas.. a.repldceMe^ni for. $mdoiph^^,re:pprted 
^ XpX^^'^tU^^^^^Z4/M-atJwh.tch time. Ililliland was assfgned^ to the^ Theft 
I' Of Govefm ent- Prd^pertu._£e3kp. Murphy was ordered to the Bureau 03 ^ 
[replacement for Special Agent Orson f, Myers who had been approved 
\to be the' Night Supervisor^ Prior to the selection of Myers .as a 
permanent Night Supervisor.^ the Inuestvgative Division had rotated 
this assignment dmorig all supervisors in the Division* , 



- 2 . 



.Memo it.o Mrm Tdlson 
Re.^: Mgent Pe^rsonnel A a signed 
OrirJitriad Mnformanf Desk 



wh ich 



July 14, 1952 




than^ ^i-- - «— 1 -r - . __-™-.. . .. ^^r - , . . 

iTitezf't lanj^, through ^ conferences mi.th. Me. St^^gtioni^ Chiej3j_ to^V.laoe^ 
n^m ly drriued Supervi.sora u;here the greatest need exists for their 
^cyv idis, consistent with, their capabilities^ 

ASc^IGNMKim OF PERSON ML: 



The UlLSQJiOT^ also, felt that, wh&n vacancies occur in key projects 
at the Bureau they should be filled by tM tranB/er of reasoned 
siiPj^Jl^lSP^^^^t9-^^¥iQh:_pro2 The Director noted thxit we were 

endeauorTng'to'lmcieri^ impleinent our informnt coverage and' if the 

policy n/ Rhi ftAnn Seasoned personnel to the Informant Desk had been 
followed, . ioould not have been without assistance to 2/4/52* 



' i 



Vhjile we have, cousci.enttously tried tp ^select, outstanding 
personnel" To' fill supervisory vacancies ai the Bureau, me have made 

vifin'wereiobe assigned. IJ^JM^s^~MvF/RQs£n^^^ to assign 

GiJiiidnd an£llurpJiy/hheT.e the gref^i.cst utilh^a^rtyhn of their services 
[c oul d' be \^e fleeted and he cxercisied that resoonsibiiity by assigning 
Murphy to the Criminal Inforimnt Desk instead of Gilliland who was. 
actually ordered i}ji as Randolph'^ s s^P^^<?-^^^^^** . .-. ,^ 

'Dt visions, 'oa^rticularly^tKe Inhestlgative and Domestic, Intelligence, ' •; ^ 
Diuis'iOTis, ta shift presently assigned, personnel to key supcruiaory ^j 

^' --"- ^ 



Government^ r' 






positions anS^hireafter' assign new Supervisors to less iMporfqnt 
Eta^itions.- Action of this type insures efficient handling of the 
Bureau^ s nost iitipbrtdnt work,, gives new Supervisors an pppbrtunity 
to become fanili'ar with procedures followed a^t the Seat of advemm 
and to acigi/ire added knowledge of :Bure.au policy without pendlisirig 
actual bptfrat}ons,. 

LI 

OTHER FE-'iSOifiJEL AVA'ILa3)LE.: ' 

From 12/28/51 when Rand.olph vs signed until 2/4/^3 me.n MUrphy 
xepofted rfrid'was a's6ighe]^p,^the Infcrva-ant D.eaK., the XolSortiijig S'peicial 
Ji^h}ia'ri,^jo/ied'J'6r duty, in the Investigative SiJJi.aion on the dates ■ 
indicated: 



george P. Dillard 



Eldon (7. William^B 
Joseph K» Ponder 



- 1/7/52 

- 1/7/52^ 

- l/e/52 

- 1/14/52 

:r.: i/M/M 
^52 



be 



_. 3 - 



■^i^ 




Memo to Mr^ To Is on July 14, IS'52 

Be: Agent Personnel Assigned 
Crimincl Informant Desk 

Dillard was ordered to^ thf Bureau specif yc ally for assignment 
t9 i^^^,SX^iX^Bighfs^ Desk beoau^e^ o.f. ht&-^MdcUground in Mvil^icjhfs 
mat-^ers, together with the fact there had been a sharp increase"in 
civil rights violations*. Sis services ]u>ere ^urgently needed' as an 
addition to:, rather than, a repldcememt on the civil rights desk. 

AJUis^rMpn;W? 9 rf placement /in, tfttf Special Inquiry Section for 
^^i£MA^A^gM.n:t^W\ i^^Bock who was transferrisd to Buffalo as ASAC,^ 



I ^__\ ¥illiams andPonJier were qddVtions to the 



^J^/L^Afl^PA^, AC'O^mti^g ond Fraud S^eciion for whvckaddvti^pnai 
personnel was approved \n anticipation of a reatTv incrensif^ d work 
in the fraud field which was' expected after [ ' 



he 



--^t -if r- I I was 

appointed the Government clean-up man ahd^ as a result of Congressional 
inguiriesp ^ 

Sjince Pi Hard was expressly ordered: here^ to handle aivfX Eights 



Matters ana \ Williams and Bonder are accountants, it probably 

would have U&n unwise tO QSfhgn any of them to the Informant Desk; 



L 



Ihowever, Anderson and \ \ had rather extensive experience in ^^ 

criminal investigations and either could have been so assigned Had the 
llnve.stigative Divisi.on seen fit to do so,., 

Arty o f Jihe^se. men .could have been used as. a temporary replace** 
^^_./-?C„a_«f5-§5.neci supervisor mho,mi^ght:ha^ve_bejen transferred to the 
Iilfhrjtant J3,es!!^ had the Invesiigative i)i:vision seen fit to mtike such 
i c iss :tgnme jgt a , ' ' ^ . ^ 

t^£»>£J/:Aa« been made of Mr. Rosen concerning the assignment 
^il^B,U^9.L3Mi^3:P^^ye A9?At^ ojr a seasoned Bureau Supervisor to the 
Infprkdnt Desk and Mr. Ho sen has ^advised that these men welre assigned ^ 
^^TS^'^^ g^e^tejst need existed for their services at the time of 
tMir,..X^>TiJials* He also pointed oup thai five were ordered id the 
Bureau for specif i<c purposes (one to be dssirj^ed to the Civil Rights 
l>esk and four to the Accounting and Fraud Section), iflr^ Bos^n a^c^ised 
\LL}§ ^*^ PJ^li<^U *? ^hift pe:Psonnel frpm one assilgnvient Todnither 
i\Qhs.rj.. cypres sing need exists.; however jr additional personnel ibas not 
I <iM.iQm<i *he, Inforrmnt Desk' because oHher urgent matters required 

CVL'JiTmB RECORD - ACC0UNTIN.7 ANDz^FRAUh SECTION: ^^^^\^>^.:M^ . ^^^ 

^ ., During the miM:hh..9^ JanuarUi. February and Jjarch, 1952 -. the 
^liLJ'o#".»*a''i/ •iJy'^rtiroe /or the .AcQiountiri^ arid Fra^d' Sec tioh Was 



k 



-^\ 




' V^> 



il 



2/ema to UVm Tola on 
Re: Agent Pers^onnel Asaigned 
criminal InJ^ormant Desk 



July 14 f 19S2 




l fiQur^4 :0 TiLinu±en (with tmo^AQenta_ave^^^ oni^§]iTj*i <^^<i 

JL-Aft^r-.-L3,,Jit4nute3 (^i^^ Set^en A de nt s aoeraging less 'than one hour) % 
Thus, it would ajp pear ike liniicipdteli'^'incfTii'S^^^^ 

materialize a^^rapidly/ae was exp^cte^^^ It wo^ld seem redaonable 
'^J?jtJ^?M.-l*?W^ry^ from, the Accounting anii Fraud SeGfyo^^oAuld ha\>e^ 

been qs^Siigned to the Criminal Informant Desk or elsewhere in the 
, Jliui 9ion^as a replacement for a ^seasone^i ^^uperviaor mho might have 
beehsoaeiigned without materia llu penalising tHe. work of that sectionm 

There was a delay of bne week on the part ^of , the Inveatigative 
Ujf vi si on, in re que ating a replacement for the servic es of ^:pec4 al 
^fleL^t Randolph on the Informant Desk. 



CONCLUSION: 



L^^^zt^ ^j\^^j^ir'^ 



»-*->=^ 



A 
requestm 



replacement , was, ordered .immediately upon receipt of the 



y{ 



The A gent jolc ti/ft 7 7 y n ndfiy-firi in as Ji replcicewien± was gLSsigne:d 
to other d uti es and f ii^ther Ag^^^ who reported on ihe same^day./*^ 
2/4/52. was assigned to the informant Desk. 

There w ere six Apents (one repldceMent and five additions) 
received: in the^ five's t^^^^ yO*'^f^fP^ during January, 1952,^ and" 

J}J^.!^?^]PM.?^^QSs^igned to the Informant Desk or as a replacement for a 
seasoned, Supervisor who might have been so assigned because five of 
the aix^Wjere ordered in for special purposes and it^jaas Mri, Rgsen^s 
, cginsidered judc^menti their services were more urgently iie'edisid elsewhere 

,^^,.--v jThe overtime record for^the Accounting and Freud Sectiron for 

1 ' ?*i^^/f- Ajs of January j February and Ma]r&hj 1952y indicates that, 

' . ''t'e^r:i<^lly penalising the work of that section^ a supervisor 
"he Accounting and Fraud Section might have been asjsigned to 
\..' ..,^^. informant Desk or as a replacement for another supervisor 
ass ^ed, 

Mrm iighr and i have e np u rag e d the . var iqus divisions to 
shift assigned personnel tolcey "posiiri^s and ihefeqfter assign 
nCiW supper visor Si to leas involved: duties^ - , 






S "^ 



-I 



ttl- •< -*'->*-' 



tL--T>' 



U^^ A 



^It>>^>^ 






in 



tvfa-». 
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Memo to ilr^ T'olaon ■ ' * July^ 14, 1952 

Re: A.gent Personnel Assigned 

eriininal Informant Beak * ' ! 

,j « ^ - 

It 

RECOMMEiyOA TlOifi 

(1) iQ^JliSW^SlX^Mr.t. ,M9. ®^^ ' 3. /a ilu re ;to. o ss ign^ qddi t i o/iaX Ag^ nt 
PSSIRWH^ .to the ^CrimnaX informant Desk during Ja:nuavy,[ 1952^ when 
i^G_u)ire attempting to materially improve our informant coverage,^ it 
is^recommenked he receive a ietl;4r of c.enaure.'^ If you agree^^ ah 
ap;p~r6'pfiaWjjs'ti;er is attached. .'-...,- 



(2) It is also recommended^ that a memorandum go forth to the 
various Assistant Directors instructing that wKefe bacanoies oboa'r 
in key s upervisory positions in the respective DivisionSj- they are to 
cji:n,a:ideT .the deiirahi'lity of placing expe,rience:d Bureau supervisors 
ilk^dliLChi vacancies lex^o.ept in^ thosg^^ instdncea where a Spe^oial Agent 
is ordered 'to a division for a specific assignment. If you agree, 
the appropriate memorandum' is a'ttachedm 



h^ 




^^ 



^Vi 



■ '^ ■ . ■ ■ ■ ■ , 



j-i 





>-■' w^i "atj-1 

. " DATE 'io-O'STZaiff 



OTTHOftl-TT D1E.I¥JD FROH-: 
ki S I F i OA Tl QH ' tJlilS E 



/ . 'Sepi:ember 1 5^ 1953 \ ^ 



PmSGML ' AUD Q 



Federal Bureau, of Inve$t igat i on ' \ 



Dear ^r.. -iJosenV - :V. .^' 



^^,/ ' ■ The ruhsatiBfaotory manner in^ ^^^^ \your (iivieion ' ' ; 

Handled an important telretyf>e\c6noerningth€thre^^^^^ 
^acapeea :hg:B :been'¥eviewed-^'byj^^^^ ■ , ' . V * ' * ' ",^ ' : , ■ - 

;-..?rt^ /act.,t^a*> i/oti .Dermitted- *)i*© tel.etj/pe to remain \ ; 
<?3 l/our. diuisiori /or jno,re t^an;an ftour before recognizing, / 
ita [importances i3 an ine^bcuaable administrative oidiBB ion »: 

^ It was. not until J oalle<ithiB. matter to your 
\: attention that if on adopted th^ nedeGj&arv <^dmini6trative pro*^' ^y- 
- c&dureB to insure against recurrence of 'shch errors, anci I •" 
want you to knpi^. tha]t this omia&ion i$ a serious reflection .■' 
upon the ^'general: adMinieiration- of the Inueetigative DiuiaionB ^^ 

; J haiie told you repeatedly /that wemust.exert et^ery : [ 

rpoaBibXe effort to ^diBchai^ge our reBpotioibilitieswith efficient' 

cy and diapatck, and T]€:rpect you to take the, riecesaary action .^ 

: to /insure tke\ prompt \ handling of all mat ^^^^ in'ypur (jivision^ \ 



Tolaon 

^ 'C3.eeg . 

aiavl'n__ 

HichDls_ 

"'■Kos'eh 

_ Tracy___ 

^ Harbo '_ 

Beliiicint_ 

-yonr 



.Tel*, Hooin_^ 



cc - Mr» Ladd . 



Jo/iw Edgar ffoouer 












N 






RCfizr^C /J''^P 












.V \ 



h^^ 



"^-^Mr^ i§^mB 



i 



FI^*.,Jl^ 



:f:^'t]" iir:>^-^r^'^;' 






fiTANOAIlO FDItH NO' ^ 




Office AlePWfBH^ • united Sj^liK#OVERNMENT 




TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



Mr# Ladd 



j^j^ 



DATE: 



Mr, Rose 



ESCAPE AT U. S. PMITERTIARY 
LEWISBURG, PEMSYLVAIIIA 







September 10, 19 5 ^i^ 



i^Wj^^ 



' iijji»^i";j3S" «:Hi 



.tied matter^SAC 
kodavto advise me that thsr^e^ 



SSSscal led^eat JLQL:ii2.«,,a*m 

Jaad he e n .an ._es.g.au e ""^yrlie penitentiary of four individuals* 
He gave me their last names and stated that an agent was 
presently working on the case at Lewisburg. He advised me 
that the local police department had been advised, the State 
Patrol had been advised, that there i-ras some question as to 
whetl:?^ -^e subjects had gotten an automobile and that they 
vere l^lifyed^^to be bank robbers. 




^ 






fe^l^i^ed me the g^^eas^arentn^^^^took^^ 



sometij:&e between 6; 30 and 7:15 





i 




_Jcm^^^i^^^:i^,-^Joh§,1^^they were* WevefoTeT^&f^Stng J 

<^^^fiSiasSfe«:Mvised me a teletype. was presently: beiiiJ^ sent i 
2jLJie.«H:ani.af^jae^t^ 

I: told Hlnze to follow the matter, very closely and 
let us know of the, additional details ^nst as soon as they 
occurred, that we:were anxious to get all of ^ the information 
as quickly as possible in order that we could prepare Wanted 
Flyers in the event they were needed. 






Mr, Ladd to advise_hlni_oX.^^the^.bri.edl..inform^ation.-wi^^ 
m tne event he received any inquiry* 



1 ^y:;^qbtfod 



.rF 



I then called Mr* Price and adfised him of the 
information which I had received indlo^ing thaj:s £j(|dit^pn^;s^ 



hiladelphia, ana if we 

m Philaaea^phi^kMffij^^ 



. details were coming on the wire fro 

Q did not have a more complete story 

^^a half hour he was to call Hinze and follow on it because 

r^ there would be considerable publicity in this matter, ^-^lO 










•^:../'^ 



Septes^ab^i* i% 4952 



PERSONAL 



Dls^ecto^a Bureau of Pariaosis 



I have desigaated Mr, M" JkoseiSB. A^si^taiat Director 
in charge ai Ifce kiv©©tiga6iv$ Dtyiiiion ol this Bureauhr - 

.isag out a pr^graim feliafe v^ill bring about closes' coordSnalfeon 
©ad cooperation lat conn© cfEion Willi matlsi;'© So which- 
Ite ?Bi has mve$tigativ0jarisdlcaiio». * I feav® baked 
Msr. Eo^@R is cQHfeacfc yoar'afSiac sad ]^ak<5 feim©elf 
^^v&ilable lor coaferesics© wifek year Ffpresenfcalive at 

■ -- ^ - ' I c§ta assure yti\% that i£ i® aur d^sir© 

in this Bas'&au £0 co^pera&e &o lise luUesI i^stejsi in .. 
;mall©ra wMcfe arc of xs^istus^l i?ite2^€sfe £o boafe of aus" '' -' 



JEHttBpd 

cc - Mr. Tolson 

Nichols 



giaear6ly» 



.v^S^ S4 



l^^^"-^ 







;:::r52-SEP-241952 




fSTAMOftflO^OffMNO. 64 



Office NLemorafiduM • united states government 



TO : 

FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



Mr. Ladd 



Mr* Rose 





DATE: September 23* 1952 



.0 



CLIFFORD A. JONES 

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOJR 

STATE OP NEVADA 

GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE INTELLIGENCE PILE 



Nlchols_ 

Clegg; 

(IlaTlii_ 

Bar&o 

Rosan 



rrftcy_ 
HD&r 



An explanation has been requested by Mr. Tolson concern3^^-«-— 

ins ' the ' following mat ter s in tSeTt^ai^^ or,.a m^tiiorandiawnDT Sa ^^ 

W. R. Ho aglund dated ^ep^emBerl.9,/ 1952, with attached .letters, 

on the abo ve - c aptione d subject. o/ \i^><^^ j5 

1. Where is the incoming communlcati\)n arSd why was it 
' not attached? 

2. Why the delay in answering from August 29, to 
September 19, 1952? 

3. Whether the "contact" on the Nevada Tax Commission should 
be .advised of the information concerning Lieutenant Governor Jones. 




c!t*i m ia ar- l Hr g>rMaat^'iaiaF:^>j^^ The' i?aSm§^:.^P^ajJO^IL_J b6 

Jciifford A^ Jones, Lieuten pni- r.nvQ-pnn-p n f vt^e State oT b7D 



^EMr'SeTT I would have t o give 



Nevada, tell I 

him. LieiTEenteTJo^^^:^!^ 
elj 1 _per cent m his, Jone 



' "John Doe'^n orfj^r to nhl-rflin a gambling lic?ng^ £Q£,,j?heX,..^M...^ . 
It IS noteothat 



;^S33SH^ 



Tiiave both b^en 



tu rned down previousl y. .iA..the3.,];^laBpIjy[l^ionw£.or.. a. .-gam.feliiig...li_fieiase 
for the 



; 1. Tha--ahxi3Le.=ment4©ae*ua:e^fe©r^£rjofflJi^^^ 
0ff4ii©.-^ja««Ai4uaped...ia_at..tiie.,^.EKont..OfXlce.^ 

"1^ September k and agaln_g£,JUiJ^^^^^a^atBft§.?Sfee£^S. The exact 
r ou' ETng "ol'^^ ffirr piece of mall after it left the Front Office Is not 
known, although all persons have heen contacted who might have seen 
it* It does not bear -the stamp of the Sorting Room nor is there any 

Sep tejiher,.,a> .1952 




P la.aed_in^hiAane.Qmlng ^AX_pn. Jhat^ Aate . Spe c ial^Agent^^sg^-HsraglTg^; 



Attachment 




61DEC5 



3 




9>.0. 



]l|£'DCJ^'^''i'--^^^ 







,4c-^.i«^ 



-..^'ii 



o'AV 



/I 



• • 



• • 



states that he did not see this communication until September 9* 1952* 

The p reparation o f Lhe memoranduin_ of SepteTnber j.9^^ 
1952, with the at;tached letters, r e qu lr„e 5 .. name _3-§X^ilfci^^^^ X.^ 
reviews. This h^ s., . c qmp.J^ete^d ^^.an^^a ' 

aapt ember 16^^ 1952 ^ This wa3,_within_ five ^. wgr^^day^s,^ af ^^^ 
o riginal ,coirimu niGg.tlqn was_re,c<Blxe,d....on..Jhe.. desk.* ** ""' " "^^ 

The incoming comrixunication was^ initialed for the file 
:on^ September k^-^-^Y^S^^^ 
e,c a,u s e .„ 1 0:^0 



;'vr:r^-:rit- 






^ b'^^sb f would j>r event Its imue4iate- return -co Records 
^§.£tAaB.^^^-^Ild exijas,*,. Purthermore, all, pertinent information 
contained. iri_tlie_j.ng_ominR... aoDimujax.c.ation was incorporated xn the 
memorandum of SeptemDe,r_19^^.-l952 . 

2, The incoming letter of August 29 j 1952 » did ^lot 
a sk for or require ixri m^ediate ^Gti on on thf^ T^ g_r£_nf_t^ e^ 

fact, - 



n 



an 



indices 
Governor Jones, an 

■ ^ » Mi ui.jMM »iii '. iw< — 111 I J . _! - j.ir»-" ' ;La =^.'j 



search on 
TTTe'""'FevT^WS WSl^S 



and Lieutenant 



necHs^arv before TTt 

t)e._g.§J5.aiimijQ^.4^^what,.. af.^^^ action was necessary. It had 
determined whether information of the tvpe furnished had pre- 



coul.d ^^ 
to be 



vi pusi 

a nyone ^ 

or were alrea3y~aware 
To de-cermine this tha 



^^£«.££l£FX§^..iP-v.tetlP^^iflfe^ l._3,e ve nue ^ Bur e au ; whgthe r 
on the NejradaJIax^^^mmls^^ia^ informed 



of Lieutenant Sov.erno r j[gne"5^' ag tTv i ITi e s p 
-ab.Q ve „£.i le, r-ejiki£a-i.s^ jJ^a^^QXt^Si.ad and in 



addition, General _Inxe.§il ga:i^^^ i-l"i^e.nae^_r.ei?jD.r/t,s_^£f_j^ 
^^.k^Mk^^.^MSj^iZ%Mo^ y concerning gambling in Las Vegas area, 
were examined., f or_any„.AndiAa,t ip^^jt.hat .Li.e^uxenant ^^ go y e r nor ^ ^ Jone s„ ' 



Tlie m-emorandum and outgoing __communi^Qa,tipp_s_^Mere 
originally dabsd September 17, 1952, a ndwere^s^^it ud for approval 
that aay# bA Oscar m^ep on the next aay* Sepbember Id, 1952, 
returnej^^^th^^ 
w ith i ns truct ions as to recommended changes, "^The*" changes were 

I I I I I. I I ■■■■II !■■ III. II II III! -I T-- I ■ I L ■ L l.l_ ,^_!^ L_ ^-..tJ"-if '" '-^ 

made and the communications dated September 19, 1952, in 
accordance with established procedure* 

3 . Bureau Bulletin Wo. ix^ da ted_January_ia^ 1951 ^ 
Sect i on J3..._ . paragraph.. 2..... .r^e.a.ds.^^a.s.., f o.llow s;_^^J^oi^^sh^^^ "^'^ 

PJtEM£jyJLMlIX=^lej^_.to^J,n^ 

pJl^iail2_inv^stigative^ jurisdict^ion^^ofM^ be 

t;xiaii£ialiJ;,_M«.jS^t^^Ijaeare^^ the'' Ijepartfaent 



2 - 



• • 



charged with phg^Anve^stlgato^^^ viola t ion * '' Thi s is 

" slETl 1 t he Bur e au poMcx ^^with re spe c t^ t o^ 11 s s MTnat i o n • The 
informat ion Turnish ed by the informant as^ set'TortTET'^in the 
in6oming~comBiunication of August 29 j 1952, i s an allegation_of 
s 




A 1 i t er a 1 i nt er nr e.t a t _iP-n^c 



^.-JLbove_^ur:e^au_pilIi^ 
would r ogui.rj!^..^,.tha,:^LhP„^ • Howe ve r , 

sdoO^udsment must be exercised""in each instance, " especially 
vfhen the .xnf o.rmaj;l^p,rL^£.pina^^^^ « It is recognizea 

that ce rtain f acfcoj is^^hpuld^ ^-^-.A^MB ^^.l£L?££^^^®"'^^^-^'^^ before 

^^"^invoXvei 



\ disseminating information of the type involved in this matter • 
These factors are: Is the information reliable; is it substantial 
and definite or of little iraportance and vague; is the Bureau 
likely t;o be embarrassed; will its disclosure jeopardise the 
Bureau informant; and is t;he information already known to 
responsible autho rities. The infor mation furnished is substantial 
and' definite, and I ] the informant, has been an be 

approved Bureau informant; since December, 19i>0- t)7D 



The se c one lu.3,LoJiJS^ ai^..,^i^^jii 1^,. di s c er nib'le^ here at^^he 
Bureau. vrQeihgiL--.J:.h^^aa£ga^_^uld_be^_^^^ '^"^ 

the infonnant is. lijcely^ tc^feg, uncovered by disseminating tHe 
inform.ation c an b e,.,.he s t. . de t^erju xned _b v the SAC of the Salt Lake 
CliiX..-^XO;il§.'^-- ^® ^^ ^^ ^ position to best determine whetaer he 
has a sufficiently reliable contact in the Nevada Tax Conmission 
who can be depended upon not to reveal the Bureau as a source of 
b he i nf orma t ion. I'he^^SAC^^i s ^^al^s^^ 

cU^^SjLosurB^^pX,. th ontX s.-tl ike ly ^ o"^^.unao ver^^t he,. , Bur g.au 

informant « 



\ The J,ei,t.@j^Ji.Q^J:4s,,,Salt.Xake_^^^ not give 

t]m.t^Qi'£J4^a.iaagil&2i£ted,^ina^ ihfoMatioh, 

buJL*-_aD«iJajgu^^ iT."'t he re dns ide r 

ations which can best be decided by the f iald..^as™mentioned above. 



arj^ffi^.- 



J^ 



/ 
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Bureau files reflect that 

I [ 

II ■ ii ij ii ■ num. iw niiijmijtt pi ij.mi i i m iiin. »i mn i ■■ 

are conriaentiai sources 

^^^~As..-^^lX§J&^^il^1;Ll^l.^^ons^^ given to 

■tion should be referred__tP-...the.j:ie.v.a.da„'l,ax' Colimiissidn./ahd" that 

adequate precautionary instructions were given in directing that 
the field disseminate the information, 

CONCLUSION 

It: is indeed regretted that there has been delay in 
this Division m handling this matter: however, for over trie 

P^M1.,.^^£J^&sM^^MISB:^^^ While we 

do not treat this matter, or others vjhich do not indicate a 
need for immediate action, lightly, it is be lieved that _th e large 
ai?ount_cf^^^e2C2ed^^ '""'' 

rFsearcrnoccasioned the delay.* 

As a matter of inf orraation, the overtime for the 
\ Criminal Section of Divisio:a^b_averay-ed, pe'?^anT'"2'3our's"" 
y 7 minutes m June, 2 hours 10 minutes in July, 2 hours 9 minutes 
m Aug usT^y 3 hours J, minutes the lirst week in ^September and 
2 hour s ii 9 minutes m the second week in September. 

We^ are making^ every effort to handle all matters 
currently* '*''*'*****^'*'*'*'''****'^^ (---v-n ^-^t-^fT^j^r." * - -j'-> ' 

We received the request for the explanation late 
I-'riday evening, September 19^ 1952. It was necessary to put the 
incoming field office letter on locate and this was received 
Monday afternoon, September 22, 1952* 

RECOI#IENDED ACTI ON 

It is. recomraended that the information concerning 
Lieutenant Gfovernor Jones be furnished to the Corpjnissioner, 
^J£SS3:R^9X.^ll^M^^X P^%^^^J^Q.^* It IS also recomlaended^ that the 



he 

:b7D 



i. 



• • 



#• 



be 



facts concerning the solicitation of a bribe from 
be f^urnished to _ the, i^alt-JuaKe City Office's contact on the 
Kevada Tax Commission providing Jshatihe SlfcTat ^frfT^^-kT City 
i g as sur e5 thalL^ bLe_3.uJiaau_w2jLL,,naT; .^bg -,-r^e.ve a le d as the sc)ur;ce 
of the information and that the inforinant will not be uncovered o 



^an ^rnQWi 



,.' t. ^-1 •*t-j'<^.l 



you approve, appropriate letters are attached. ^ 



<j 



^■f^^ 
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STANDARD FORM NO, 64 



Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT; 






/> 



Ladd 




DATE:\,,a€pt;ember 2I4., 1952 



rf) 



Mro Rose 










^TAlE OF il^i^ADA. 

GElTERlffi" lisiVESTIGATIVE INTELLIGENCE FILE 

The re^,,i s.. at t ache d a^ memorandum explaining the handling 
of infor matio n rec eived at' the Bureau on the above matter ""by 
S A W > R > HoagljandL, Together" witK^ ah" informative me^morMfdum and 
accompanying outgoing letters. 

A summary of the attached memorandum of explanation js 

as f o How s : -----~----=-^---'-^— -— ~^-- ^^^.-^..^ ^ >^.^.^... . -_ ^ .,: .-...,_„ .._.- 



Ladd 

Nlchola_ 
BelJBOnt_ 

Clegg 

01avln_ 
Bar bo 



Tracy_ 
UDbr 



Tel«. Rni,_ 

Neasfi 

Oandy 




A m emoranduni on the above -captioned matter from, the Salt„ 
Lake Ci tj[_Of flc^e^ jj^a^^^ Office of Division Six 

^^l^T5lR>&.^.PP.«§.i ^^ September 5»'' Although 

the matter has been checked7^*"The^g2L§£io=-££^^-':-?S .of this piece jof mail 
^ s ,^.not ,known^as_ 1 t_d^ e s^ no.t , b e ar„ ^ the ^ .s t amp^,, d f '"tfte "^So r f in g'^'Rp oV o r ". 
any designation as to whom^as.signed. 

aelund, who wasat firearms on September 8, 1952, 
flj;^t^,s^^, ttiisjnem .Salt^ L^fe? Qity_ Office^ on 

Sap t ember ^ 9 / T952^. 




The megii^randuia^fr qm^JS Ldc .e .^„C i tx^ wa s f pr_ the ^ Bur.e.aul s 

info r ma t i on and . di^d^py^'^Cque's t any instructions. To determine what 
l\jx action had to be taken, if any, an indiceA_search_and ^extensi^ 
\ j "^11.16,^X6 vie w_w^X§..^^^^ Thxs««uas..^ciQ£Le,_and " aa^anf^oijmatiYe.^^ 

rahdum with accompanying letters were dictated on September 16, 1952, 

The 



,^^ ^-•stL^, It; S^, _^. 






witty^n^ive^wor^ on ,t^e. ,desk. 

mJmprandum .larLd^A^^ 4s,tejd-^Sept-ember-^-i7-"rand sent up for 

approval. .,^A_-E2„S.SlV-^^ ."^.^^ requested to make certain corrections on 
SeBtember l8 which" ws^s '"done an d^ the comguini^catlons re September 



19 



«>*.-M<^.ukVtJiV^l • 



In accordance with Bureau policy in disseminating informa- 
tion not within the primary investigative jurisdiction of the Bureau 
but of interest to other law enforcement agencies, it was recommended 
that the information be disseminated snd letters to that effect were 

r c-*^"*" It i s rep;re tted thab , there Jias been delay_ J_n this piv^^U^gn 

iri^Ji^ndling this- m^atter? H«QiHirJji>l.£9XJ^ ^® 

hS^KsilCL^II^^ Arthough this matter did, not re- 

quire_imme41ateIlLCLti6n^riV was ,not_trAated lightly. ^^^Ii4.^;.fegii•^JJ§-^ 
th^t_tti^^J,arge^_amoim t _,,of expe di tious. work-" be,ing7per/prmfe*^*llS^x^^ 
Division, plus the fact that this oarticulsr matter\clijdv require ' 
iresearch,^ occasloQedtiid^e delay* ni -a \\\v V/^ ' — 



i< Attachment 
Ix WRH: jmc 
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Office Alemofandum • united states government 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



ME. D* ^n. 



A. RQS 









!!£ 



LADD.X- 



DATE: 9_i0— ' 



J FU'ti'lTlVl 



TTiv: 



be 



HJGITIVi 

IGLTIVE 



^ R § S- Kj 



'Ri Si 'NEKS 



}:.SC/,PKD F'LDEl AL 

f/'with rtj feren ce to_the DirectprJA inqulEv. as to why 
the_ Philadelphia office 'diS not promptly notify the Bureau 
iri_thij_mattferj the folloving explanation was subiuitted by 
Mr, "Finze. 




Mj^yji 



4^/ 



in^e, .s,t^;tei;; 



bb 



; The fixsi infornatica the Phiiaclelphia office received 

'of this esca.pe was at approximately 8:^5 a.ir*» i*)en the 
} secr gJLary to the Warderi^of the^ Le^vdsburg: Penitenti^ 
teiepbouiMXly'"'pomimin^ vi.tE. tleTfResldent Agencjt. of flee 

in Lewlsburg* The secretary ^nMf^f^rw SA Wood, Pesident Agent, 
tiiat^there Jaad been sxi attempted escape at the Penitentiary 
and tha't he had hetter cotne out, LX Kri.s not ^Lnuwi t;a.^ttlig 
authorities at tha tin-.e^as to vheth.er the tiiree..iafirL.iiari 
ao^tuolly perfected their escape.* ^^ \qq(^ r^grged tp. proceed 
tp_. the; Penitentiary iimnediately. Before doing SQ...he Xj^^lled 
the- Philadelphia office and auvised his Supervisor ,-SA,., 

the information he had received. TJ:^ 1 q 1 pf nr ins^blon 






V^,S.j:.i?.iay^,»ia..m^XEin?.;e). In.vlgy, of the very In adeCiM te 
inl'qri Lotion, the fact that it was not img>Ti^ i3^ethe.r,.the 
prisdner^>jaad escaped, the fact their identity v/as hot 
itrmwn 'atnfiat time, no action vas taken by ^e pjendlng 
r^elpt fogj- a fixrther report by SA Wood,, who, was. proceeding 
i\ diSpatly to the Penitenx-iary. 






to iiSiKir 

thaS t-iae 1 



</ 



called the 



from the Peni 



'^ W^tJ'pJ^b^faateiy ■ WIO a».m. , 



nitentlar^ be 



5eccnd,..tiii'i 
LderpKIa" of f i'c e .^ 

^rv^c^iF>/^,SA | "I tihact Jbhe pri3Qners_had not 

i I been loccitjjd and it vas assSEed* they had: made. their esciape.' 
He f urnlshSP ^tfeje ^iflSs oCfttoe. three escapee^ an.d the fact 
that they wer e' all" bank "^ cfiiAs vHtT Wais serving ibng 
prispQj terms # [ 
^ vas.^pr„epir3ii&;^. 
\ dictatlik* 
3A 



l\ 



^. 



Isiiyi s€d..iiie_.itU;ag^ .that.:SA.Jto.o:a 

teJLeXype for. the/Bur.e£ai,..wtia/ehih©.y^s then 
Imji ijg&M.telY. ^£ ter receiving this infjarniatlon 
from 3A I I J put In a call for VLv ^B.q^en ^Sit the Bure 

and advised hiin^of 'the meager facts vhlth/ ha^ Js^j^cei^t 



up to thrit ^fji\€!^\oointljng out, the identity 
they had fii^st 4»fen mlb"ss=d at a ,name^i 
7:15 a.m.- that thp priaoh/liad called 



AR:V.'V 



cc - 




o. 



(^ 



'^r 





r: 



Memo to Mr. Ladd 




at 8:45 a.m. but at that time was not stire whether the men 
had actually escaped. I advised we were preparing a complete 
teletype furnishing complete information and that it would be 
called to the Bureau' s attention as soon as possible. 

The reason for not promptly notifying the Bureau was' 
1 tiiatthe_JLsl^33ikaifcUiLjaktaii^^ . 

ielephone from the secretary _to the \iarden.was„inadeqjjate#.^ 
iid:nL€iiJertie'AdleGlill^y,-.of .the. prisfl^^ f urtbej:. -that .. 
this office had had at least once and^.^as'slbiy. arjo^lier >. 
reported'or- attempted escapes in which the__prispner..did -^ 
not "cbmpleiehis escapeji It was considered that this 
inciden'trmigKfpo'ssibly be one of the latter. n.j 

Mr. Hinze stated that he kn ew_ this was not satis_facto3:ij[ 
ti!At_thit „this . was._.tAe .i)niy-j6xcuae .]hfi_had- ,,- 

ACTION TC BE T.'QCEN: 

Tb^r^ la no lustlflcati on foF gins^ not,MJ.iJOg-C.aX.Ifid -the 
matte r tQjthe BijT.eaj^.' s,.att.eiitlQn-4iElQiL-t.a„10,.a.ja. , . p m i a i stt er 
of censure is reccuamended to be sent to Mr . Hinze con cerning 
'^IJ~failure 'to~pF6r,i p t iy aavTs e ' 'th e "Bur e au in JQiT£_maT;^erT^ 

There is absolutely no excus e for my not ha ving adv ise^ 
tl^eJDlje ctor. more j^mui) llj. ..uaaSl^(^AlJ^-^kU.l g.l8SS£g£^.-APd. 1I-4Q , y 
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. OFFICE MEMORANDUM ' UNITED STATES^OVERNME NT" 

TO : Mr. Ladd DATEs September 10, 1952 

' -'from : Mr. Rosen . ... \^.. ^.^-"^^^X 

SUBJECT: THE DONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS ' ' " 
INVOLVING THE, PENN ATHLETIC CLUB - 
■ ■ PROPERTY IN PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 
:. PERJURY ' , ' 






in connection with captioned investigation, the Attorney . 
General has commented that the Agents who conducted this investi- 
-rt gat ion assumed an apologetic manner during their' interviews and 
"S advised the individuals contacted that, this investigation was being 
\' conducted at the request of the Attorney General. ASAC Hinze, 
■V Philadelphia, who personally supervised this matter in. the Philadelphia 

\ Office, was telephonicElly contacted and he advised that he had spoken 
■K to all the Agents involved and they had advised him that they were 

^^ courteous, businesslike, and were not apologetic. However, he stated . 

^•^ that the Agents had advised the persons interviewed that this investi- 
(iV gation was being conducted at the request of the Attorney General. . 

'^'':. Hinze said that the Agents had done this upon his instructions. 



Relative to the foregoing the Director has commented, "I am 
not satisfied with this explanation. It was grossly unwise to so state 
and particularly without clearing here." 



it 
■ « 

■^i* ASAC Hinze was telephonic ally contacted and he advised that 

prior to instituting instant investigation he had conferred with 

• SAC Cornelius and they had bo,th agreed that the persons interviewed 
•should be so advised. They did not deem it necessary to obtain Bureau 
clearance on this point. He advised, that he had personally instructed 
the Agents to make this statement to all persons interviewed in 
connection with this matter. It was Hinze 's opinion that the Agents 
who conducted the Interviews in question were merely following out his 

'. instructions and, therefore, no disciplinary ■ action should be taken 
. against them. . 

ACTION . ■ 

In view of the lack of . exercise of sound judgment demonstrated 
by SAC Cornelius and ASAC Hinze in instructing the Agents conducting 
this investigation to' advise persons contacted that the investiga- . 
tion was being conducted at the request of the Attorney General, letters, 
of censure are being directed to them by the Administrative Division. 
" No adminis.tratlve action is being taken against the Agents who . 
handled this investigation. - •" 



\ 



cc: Administrative Division 

AJMtrsn ' ^^ ' ' ' ' ■ 



D&^^S= N0TA1M0N"Again too late. I get this at 9 A.M. Sept. 11 but 
. I -actery|s#erdl»fternoon. Ladd & .Rosen are suffering from"Manana H. 



# 



\j)t 




.0 



ALEX_^ROSE]l 
EOD: 10/16/33 



ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
aS-17 $13,000 



INSPECTOR BROWN: 



Mr* Rosen has frequent personal contact 
with supervisory Agents in his Division, 
is readily available for consultation with them on any matter 
of importance, moves frequently throughout his Division 
observing operations, and is in touch generally with all 
phases of the work in the Investigative Division, He works 
hard and long, as reflected by his overtime for the months 
of May, June, and July, 1952, which averaged four hours 
fourteen minutes, I believe that he works to the limit of 
his physical endurance, possibly beyond it at times. He is 
considered competent in his position. 



^ 



Inspection Report 
Investigative Division 
Inspector B, C. Brown 
September 15, 1958 
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V ,_ -r ^om^-^^m^^^V^-^:. --;■•■ -;;h. \ .:-.. -■■•HP-- .•■■ .■:.;.--^ 

- TO ,. :: MR'.--'TpLSON . ,. - 7, DATE: 9/lS/5^ 

■ PROM^/--:> R.-C.Z-'GRESMM \ , - ' ^ ' ;' ' . ^ .' .^ , ' 

'subject: delay in delivery 'OP PHILADELPHIA '^ ' 
\rr' . '^ TELETYPE REGARDING THREE' ESCAPED 

^-i : .N ^ ^pris;one'rs :AT. lewisburg, pa. ' 

-4,; j^ ^ '-.You will recall, a^ teletype dateB"^:-=T1^52'Trom Philadel- 
^<;^'pliia, indicating three men' (probably the escapees from ,Lewisburg' 
^, p^enitentia;ry.) had robbed a . sporting- goods sote of arms. ' More", 
"^ trian three hour s elapsed from the time* the teletype was received 
;^un'tiL" it was called ^to the' Direc;tor ' s attention. The Director has 
"^inquired concerning':thid delay. \ ' . .. - 




RESPQNSIBILITY:oF ^RECQRDS and -COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION ^ ^- / , 

.V^^ ; " > . The teletype ^was received in the Communications Section 
"at 7:28- am,andvwas' rou ted to Mr. Rosen and the Fugitive ■^upervis'or by 
n I I The wire v/as picked ilp in the , Communications ' 

'/Section, on a^ routine messenger: run at'9:-03 am.and was delivered to Mr. 
Rosen's of f ice , shortly before ' 9 :28 am, a delay of two'nours. . " 



bb 



',' ', , There was nothing in- the wire which | | could have 

associated .with the Lewisburg escapees , .and she considered it to be a 
foutine fugitive matter which did not require other^ than normal handling. 



be 



^ Mr . Nichols has recommend:ed a Ifetter of censure for i I ^ ^^ 
I I for her failure to properly 'handle- this wire since it pertained 
/ to, wanted flyer, fugitives and indicated the theft of firearms, and ' ^ 
-should have at least been sent to' Mr. Ladd, for screening and his decision- 
as'to the' ne'cessi^ty^for calling.it to the Directories attention. 

;■* ^ ,^ ^ COMMUNICATIONS' SECTION PROCEDURE / -,;'-'/ 

. . , \ . Wieh.the' employee shift changes, at 7:00 'am in the: Communica^t ions 
Section ^all 'teletypes';received up to that time vjhich have not: been . . 
previously delivered' are. taken to the Midnight Supervisors in the 
Investigative and "domestic Intelligence divisions". Heretofore, ' there , 
has been' n'p further delivery'- of teletypes until 9:00 ^am when the ' ' ^ '^ 
Regular mes'senger , run originates; however", the Teletype Unit employe.e 
\ does^have instructions to call the Midnight Supervisor on any teletype 
^- -Which appears to be highly important.' - ^ '' 

- y Thus, the Records and Communications Division' has oeen in ' 
©rror'in permitting teletypes to remain in the cbmmunice tions Section 
from 7:00 to 9:00 am, and in depending upon the judgment of a clerical 
employee in^ deciding which -teletypes received' during that period should 
be^ called to the attention of the Midnight ^Supervisors . 



-^ . ^ vsed Procedure 

mm 



^yila^^l%t^ely- after this void in the handling o^^types 



IV 



m 
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called toi -^V* 'Nichols' iattention.'by the i^irector, ^*^r. ^^icaols adopted the 
f.ollowing procedure for the , handling of teletypes . received between 7:00 
and 9: 00', ami- -^ , ■ . ' i '1 .- -^ . . 

- " !• All teletypes received between 7^00 and 8:00 am will be 

'- ^ . ^\ \\ delivered to the Midnight Supervisors at 8:00 am when the 

■ ';- first messenger reports for diXty*- \ ' ^ ' ' 

, - \2o All. teletypes- "received between 8:00 and '8:30* am will be 
- / .^ .; -delivered to the' supervisors at 8:30 am,. ' 

' ;3'»v Thereafter, received teletypes will be routed on the 
.\ "',..• .■.regular,' messenger run which originates a,t' 9:00 am, ^ , . 

RESPONSIBILITY OF- INVESTIGATIVE J)jyiM-9N' ^- . - ' ■ ' • b^ 
r"- . , ^"'^^ The, teletype was- st am ped in'Mr, Rosen's ^ office at 9»28 .am by 



tam pea m i^r, hosen's o 
] or i I ho 



wever, none of tliese 



Temployees recal 1 the wire , and"! t has not been .possible to fix individual 

- responsibility, -It was next received by^ Gri^-ninei S^ectioh Chief ,• Frank ' 

'L. Price, on a regular messenger run at 10:35 .^^s one hour and seven -minutes. 

after, its receipt in the Investigative Division. Thereafter, -it i-<ras 
' imfnedlateiy taken to Mr* Ladd'at 10:38 am and to the i^irectori's office 

at. 10:^(5 aTn,o;. , . . ^ . , ' ./ . - ^ ' 

: -. . - By their very nature teletypes are utilized because of the need 
-for expeditious- communication^ and demand preferred attention above and 
.beyond v.t hat. afforded letters and' other routine types of mailo This tele- 
; type did no.t, receive that attention in the Teletype Unit' or Kr, ^^osen's 

- off ice '."^ .- : "'« . . .,•'-',■•• ^ 

Mr* Winterrowd has advisedthat the- employees in Mr, ^^osen's , - ; 
-.front, office had been alerted to the Lewisburg escape, but through an 
..unexplained .inadvertence the importance of 'this; teletype was not recognized 
^ and It 'was sent by regular me sseng'er service to'Section Chief Price . . 

,_ '/' ^ Mr. Kinterrowd further- advised that empioye.es in Mr. Rosen's 
' front off ice;generally recognized important teletypes in current cases 
-and immediately dispatched them to the . interested official or supervlSiOr, 
and their omission; in this instance was the exception' to the rule. 

^' . ' Proposed Procedure , \ 

; ;. , ,-', " ;After this omission was called to- his < attention^ "Mr •; fiosen 
■"i'sEU'ed instructions to all supervlsoxy, secretarial and clerical employees 

in the Investigative Division that teletypes are to be examined immediately 

upon receipt, ' " ' ' 

' ■ ' * '' , ^ ^ ^ . .. \ 

'* Secretarial .and clerical employees were instructed to cell such ] 

teletypes to the immediate attention of. their superiors*' - ,-; 



- Section chiefs and number one men were initructed^ that upon j 
receipt of .teletypes? they- are to make an immediate decision oh the necessity 



- , - V : . -. , ' ' , ^ 2 - 



- ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ '/i 
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'for calling ssS&i^sMtfyb^^^^^^ attenti6n^-6¥%r. ' l*add w^^^^ turn 
^wil^ decide the hecesiity for sending to the Director's office. 

The Midnight Supervisor will receive and screen all teletypes 
forwarded by the Teletype Unit prior to 9:00 am and determine the 
necessity for calling th^.m to the attention of %• Ladd. 

CpyrCLUSION 

— ;j3g 

The Records and Communications Division and the Investigative 
Division were in error in ti'ieir handling of this teletype. It was not^ 
until the Director called to their attention -the voids in their admin- 
istrative procedures that these divisions took the necessary affirmative 
action to insure against delays in handling important teletypes v;hich 
must be sent to the Director for his information • It was not possible 
•to fix individual re sponsibility for the mishandling of this wire in 
Mr. Rosen's' office. I I of the Teletype Unit failed to 

exercise sound judgment in her routing of the wire. 

The newly adopted procedures in each of the affected divisions 
* should preclude furtner , errors of this type* 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

■bb 

I \ Mr. Hlchpla has, previously recommended a letter of censure to 

L_ \^ov her failure to exercise good judgment in routlns: 

this wire, , ^ 

It is recommended the attached letters go forivard to- Messrs, 
Nichols and Rosen censuring them for their' failure to adoot (until 
called to their attention by the Director) the administrative procedures 
'Which would. insure against the occurence of such an error, 

DIRECTOR'S NOTATION" I CONCUR. H." . 
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DICLASSIIICATHHI AUTHORITY D1B.I¥1D FEOH: 
FBI AUTOIiATIC DECLASSIFICATIOH GUIDE 
DATE 10™0S™2010 



October 27, 1958 



PERSONAL MD CO 







Mr. Alex Rosen 
Federal Bureau of 
Wcahtngtoitp Dm Cm 



Investigation 



Dear Mrm Rosen: 



I have noted that there was an unwarranted 
delay in your division in summarising certain in^^ 
formation received in the Bureau from the Salt Lake 
City Office regarding the activities of the 
Lieutenant Governor of the State of Nevadom It 
should have been evident that a matter of this 
nature should receive prompt and preferred atten^ 
tion, and this was not done* 

Tou should take appropriate measures 
to insure that such items are taken care of in a 
satisfactory manner in the future^ and I shall 
hold you personally responsible for preventing 
recurrences of the delay which developed with 
regard to the above^described item* \ 



Very truly yours^ 



cx> 






John Edgar Hoover 
' Director 



JlCifafi 
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mvemher 25, 1952 



£ 



Mr. Alex Eosen 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington^ D. 0. 



Dear Mr. Rosen: 

I have been informed that during the past 
year three separate instructions were issued to the 
field concerning the handling of Bribery investigations 
by another government agency resulting from the passage 
of Public Law number 79, Eighty ^Second congress • How:- 
ever, officials and supervisors in your Division who 
were handling this matter or under whose supervision it 
was being handled failed to see that appropriate manual 
revisions were issued, at the time. --^ 



3U 



Thtre 
ness on the part 
Division in this 
for^ the Bureau 's 
future that more 
of this kind'and 



is no, excuse for this obvious ca^eJ^s^ 
of the supervisors in the Injv^-^gative 
connection and their complete-jiii^r^ffxrd 
requirements^ It is essentiql^ in itt^e 
care and attention be given to fiai^rs 
that it will not be necessa^ry 1^ j^s&nind 
either you or your subordinates regarding. sUch l^sifi pro-^ 
cedures again^ ^' 

Very truly yours ^ 
Jo Edgar Hoover 



w-. 



I0l3_ 

SS 



CC: 




vestigatyoe 




John Edmr ^w&over 



J \ 



Did si niwi 1 e (^^OG^-^^ 
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November 18, 1952 



MEMORAJ'IDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 

T- III I I 1 III I II ] ^ -*^%*^^ .fc v*<. 

The following Spe cial Agents In Charge are presently on probation; 



NAME 



1 



G. E. WEEKS 



OFFICE 



HONOLULU 
Continued 



DATE LAST 



INSPECTEON 



DATE OF 
LAST 
RECiffigK 



REASON 



2-26-52 10-28-52 "- 
11-12-52 



G. N. Willis Norfolk 



4^3-52 8-10-52 



A, Cornelius ;, Salt Lake 
Jr. City 

Qontlnued 
continued 



7-8-52 

9-11-52 
10-27-52 



R. B, Hood 



Washington 8-26-52 
Field 



10-11-52 

(Philadel- 
phia Office) 



6-20-52 - — - 

be 



E. Ae Soucy Knoxville 9-18-52 8-28-52 



Improper supervlsln 
of a security Inves li- 
gation in the Honoliilu 
Division • Because cf 
unsatisfactory condi- 
tion of criminal in- 
formant coverage dis- 
closed during recent 
Inspection o 

Delinquencies dis- 
closed during inspec- 
tion of the New Haven 
Office . 

Failure to bring 

about the necessary 

Improvement ^In the 
criminal Informant 

coverage of the PHil» 

adelphla Office, 

Because of the 
Improper and unsatis- 
factory manner In 
which he supervised 
the investigation of 
the case entitled, 

I . -^ 

Riggs^ National Bank^ 
Larceny of Brinks 
Armoured Truck , 
Washington, Do C,, 
August 25, 1952; Bartc 
Robbery Larcenyo" 

Because of lack cf 
attention to eommunl- 
catl6ns '-costs and 
excessive automobile 



.2 U DEC 9 1952 // 



9 COPY? mag 

operational costs 
within the Knoxvllle 
Division o 

C. W, Brown Cincinnati 9-16-52 8-31-52 Delinquencies dis- 
closed during inspec- 
tion of the Clnclnn^ 
Office . 

W. A* Murphy Chai-lotte 10-3-52 9-20-52 Delinquencies dis- 
closed during inspeo- 
tlon of the Charlotte 
Office . 

G* D. King Indianapolis 10-7-52 9-16-52 Delinquencies dis- 
covered during inspav- 
tion of the IndianapclLs 
Office , 

P. Wyly Butte 10-20-52 10-20-52 Because of his 

exceptionally poor 
Judgement in issuing 
a news letter to 
graduates of the FBI 
National Academy in 
Idaho and Montana ard 
particularly because 
of his unwstrranted 
inclusion therein of 
the criminal record 
of an individual re- 
presenting the North- 
west Peace Officers 
Associationo 

R* N. Hosteny Springfield 10-30-52 9-30-52 Delinquencies dis- 
covered during the 
inspection of the 
Springfield Office. 

E. Scheldt Detroit 11-4-52 8-15-51 Because of his dis- 
regard of Bureau rules 
and regulations a 

SEAT OP GOVEPINMENT OFFICIALS (I NCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROBATION 

NAME TITLE Bate Reason 

A. Rosen Asst. Director 9-11-52 Failure to promptly inform the 

Director that prisoners had escaped 
from the Federal Penitentiary at 
Lewisburg^ Pennsylvania* 



COPY s mag 



W. R. Glavin Asst, Director 11-10-52 

N. P, Callahan Number One Man II-IO-52 

in Administrative 
Division 



Delay in handling vouchers 
Delay in handling vouchers 



Respectfullyj 



W. R. Glavin 



COPv-.rviag 



probation: 
NAME 



November 3. 1952 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
The following Special Agents In Charge are presently on 



OFFICE 



Last 
Date INSPECTION 



DATE OF LAST 
RECHEGK 



P£ASON 



C. E, Weeks Honolulu 2-26-52 I-19-52 
0. N. Willis Norfolk 4-3-52 8-10-52 



10/28/52 IMproper mp- 
ervialon of a 
security investt- 
gatlon in the 
Honolulu DlvisJn 



Delinquencies 
disclosed durlrg 

inspection of the 
New Haven Offl® 



I 



A. Cornelius, Salt Lake City 7-8-52 12-12-51 10-11-52 Failure to brig 
J^:*. Continued 9-11-52 (Philadel (Phlladel- about the nec®- 

Contlnued 10-27-52 phia Office) phla sary improveraent 

Office) in the criminaL 

inforznant cov€m.ge 
of that Division 



B. Hood Washington 8-26-52 
Field 



6-20-52 Because of the 



.b6 



improper and un- 
satisfactory manner 
in which he 
supervised the 
Investigation of the 
case entitled I | 

ffilggs 



E. A, Soucy Knoxville 9-18-52 5-28-52 



'*H MOV 24 1952 



National Bank, 
Larceny of Brinks 
Armoured Trucks 
Washing$ai,„ D.C, 
August 25, 1952 j 
Bank Robbery Lrv^bij 

Because of lack cf 
attention to com- 
munlcatlonal eorsts 
and excessive aufe*- 
mobile operational 
costs within the 
l-cnoxvliae Dlvlslaa. 



COPY: mag 

C* W. Brown Cincinnati 9-24-52 8-31-52 ^»^«™— . Delinquencies 

disclosed dui?- 
Ing ingpectlofx 
of the Cinci]> 
nati Office. 

G. D. King Indianapolis 10-7-52 9-16-52 --—•- ^ Because of 

delinquencies 
discovered 
during the 
x^ecent In- 
spection of to e 
Indianapolis 
Office « 

P, Wyly Butte 10-20-52 10-20-52 --^- Because of his 

exceptionally 
poor judgemert:. 
In issuing a i^is^s 
letter to 
graduates of the 
FBI national 
Academy in Id4ho 
and Montana 
and particulai^ 
because of his 
unwarranted in- 
clusion thereJh 
of the criminal 
record of an 
individual re- 
presenting the 
Northwest Pea.(E? 
Officers k^BO- 
elation . 

SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INC LUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON 
PROBATIM ^ ~ ^'— 

MME TITLE Date R EASON 

A. Rosen Assistant Director 9-11-52 Failure to promptly iaform 

the Director that priscner.ii 
had escaped frora the Federal 
Penitentiary at Lewlsf.t'urg^ 
Pennsylvania . 



ReBpectfully, 
W. R, Glavin 




^ ~ 3-122 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

f,^ l^^ WASHINGTON 45, D. C, 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Vaahingtoni D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

For inclusion in the fund to be paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special 
Agent > of the FBI who has previously contributed to this fund and who dies froin any cause except 
self-destruction while employed as a Special Agent, I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - MONEY 
ORDER) the sum of |10, payable to the Assistant Director, Administrative Division, FBI, to be 
included in said fund. Payment will be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has 
been a member of the fund for a continuous period of two years » It is understood and agreed 
that the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contribution to said fund which I 
understand is to be administered in the following manner* The liability of the fund shall not 
under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time ai^ liability shall 
occur* 

The Director of the FBI will appoint a committee which shall consider all matters per* 
taining to the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of said fund, which committee will recom- 
mend appropriate action to the Director in pertinent matters. The Assistant Director of the 
Administrative Division of the FBI shall receive all contributions and account for same to the 
Director. Upon the death of any Special Agent who is a member of said fund the appointed com- 
mittee will consider the case and submit a recommendation to the Director as to its conclusions. 
Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the Assistant Director of the Administrative 
Division, directing him to pay to the designated beneficiary the sum of |10,000. The following 
person is designated as my beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Fund: 

Name M ^C^rZ^t^,^^ Relationshi p J^^^^^^ Dat e 1/^7^^* ^ 

The following person is designated as my beneficiary under the Chas. S. Ross Fund 
providing $1500 death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in line of duty. 

HAME ^^.^yrsje^ <t^ fiL.^/'y"^*^^ Relationship Date 

Address .^^ _ _ ^' 
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DICLASSIFICATIOIJ^BTTHORITY &ERI¥1D FMH: 
FBI AUTOIttTIC DE CLASS IF ICATIOH GUIDF 
DATE 10™0S™Z010 



November 2Sn 1959 



Pii^RFO.¥/Z /i^D CM 



Mr» Alex Hoaen 
Federal Bur(^au 
Washington ^ D^ 



o/ Investigation 









Dear Zfr 

J ho^ve reviewed the circvmstances submitted \ 

mith respect to the handling of the bribery investigu" j 

tiona involving two officials of the Office of the V 

United States Attorney for the Southern Mstrict of 
Nem Torky and I cannot exnresa too strongly my cou'^ 
demnation nith raspect to the lack of og^jre&jsive V ,{ 

aupervioion afforded thaae natters tn the InvestigativeK 
DiviBion^ Their importance should have been readily \ \ 
apparent^ and you Bhould have $eon to it that your \ ' 

BubordinatcB gave thes^ cases tahatever attention iooa \, J 

required to bring about their completion at the earliest v 'j^ 
tine poBBible^ '^his you failed to doo y^\ 



I nuBt insiQt tho.t you tcke whatever oorrectivd 
mecBures are warranted to imure that in the future ^ih^\ 
ilar delays ere not p&rm,itted to occur ^ and I Bhall ex^ \ 
pect no further derelictions such aB thi& to be ohorg&^, 
able to your dlviBion^ 



\ 



irioiioift_ 
B*liiioHt;_ 

Cl«es 

Olavin 

■ Bwbo 

ftoaen 

Tr&ey 

Wohr '__ 

Hi>l liMaatn^^ 




Very truly yours ^ 
J* Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Ilo^ver^ 
■'Hrector ^^ ^ 



\ 



'rv-^ 



CC: Mr* Ladd 



^ jC r 

XpTO:fsb\^V 



MAILED 6 



[:' 



i 



NOV 



e 1951 



COMM - PBI 




952 ' . 



y-^r^ 



a 



^-.1 










i/ovmb^r 23^ 102 



map, Mr^ -BcQen:-' 



tuportmit aaa^ im^. olls^^^d' ^o drag alhng oh^r a^four^ 
; - R^o?j*?j period pnd unncc^^^^fi^ delayabu ^^^ field ^^sr^^ 
;^aHmff.i tQ go^ unexplained^ ;. . ; . ^ 

' ^ J /c!^i */Kit ifi^^u'-^aulcl afford thea^^ ;' 

/ ^ *^i^*-e<^ra clo$4r per>nona3. supervision tJmt Biwh ^d^lays 
. u?0a2d n0t ©ocur, and^.X ^In^si^i tJiat inthc^l-future •^'. 
,^::'' l/0!2 toire s^^?^45t<?£><?r ai^p^\ar«?. ^e'cesaari/ t€^ ifk^.?*re" - 
t/ic^t ae^CiVcaiSas -arc ploa^I^ /Mia2.sf<id .bi^^d i^piane.-*^ / 
^ima are re^iw^^ted /<^f: ariy^ d^i^^a^a^iioic^^l on the " 

•^.^j^ar*^ '6/ ^ftid^'/te2d in aoMpletir%g th^u^y ; ' ' ' 



bo 



jicft *tfeg fc?*t?>£?ri; .investigation imrclving l 1 ^ 

^a?s:3, fieri (Si #di^ f/0l^r, d'{<^i$i^?r.» mi^~'~^ 



T-. 



W^:nre 



LUU 


- 


lUohOlB 
ZUeS 

aiavin , _' ' 


/ 


Raaon -. •• ' -' ' ' 




•r""— . 'fe^'- 


iO^ 


~€mi$>p 








'-' r, 



fi-i 







::4 m/,<gTWr, ,; -• 

^•'''y?W^\^^'-^A: ^ 

•' ,^ , , r_4'* JS^ 1^^' ^ '. ^ 
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OFFICE MEMORMDDM 
TO : Mr» Glavin 
PROM : H» L* Edwards 
SUBJECT : 1 



BRIBERY - CONSPIRACY 



1 ET AL 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: November 25, 1952 

' ^ be 



There are attached background memoranda relating to the 
captioned matter and letters of censure to a number of /super^^isors 
and officials in the -investigative division including ^V# Rosen 
concerning the failure of that division to prepare appropriate manual 
revisions at the time instructions were issued to the. field concerning 
the handling of certain Bribery investigations by the -treasury Depart- 
ment « There are also attached letters of censure to SAC ^'^'^eans of the 
Memphis Office, the ;ASAC Halter and two agents of the, *^^emphis Division 
for failure to abide by Bureau instructions in handling the Jgaptioned 
matter • . - i. 



Special Agent 



presently assigned to the -*^ittle 



Rock Division- was a, supervisor at the Seat^ of Gpvemment when SAC 
i*etter #11 dated 1-25-52 was prepared and there is attached a letter 
to the -^Ittle Rnck Di vifii on instructing that an explanation be secured 



from Special A^ent [ 

revisions at the time the SAC Letter was issued* 



concerning his failure to prepare manual 



g 



Mr.' Winterrowd has been requested to expedite the 
of explanations- from Inspector Pennington and Special Agen 
concerning their failure to see that Manual revisions were prepared. 
It will be recalled' that both of ,r thesemen were on sick leave and ^"^r. 
Pennington has now returned; however. Special Agent ^'^alley is Stillon 
sick leave because of an appendectomy* ^ 



PWWtwJs 



Attachments (11) 



{ 



<^ 



70EC 21952 
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DICLASSIIICATIOH AUTHORITY DEE.I¥1D FB.OH: 
FBI iiUTOimilC DKCLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10™0S™Z010 



mv<BUber' 14 j^ 1932 







PEBSOmL l^ 



Federal Bureau of Itiuestijatior^ 

I have i'Quie^wd your mamoraada of Noucuber 4 and 
IQj 19J2^ Qono^rninj the in^tdcquote oriainal infortP.cnt 
comrags in the iionolulu Diui^iau and' I want you to kno^ 
of my ectr^m^ diBplocsure ouer your failure t^ forcefully 
pursue the informing projra^ th€re^a^ mell ca in other 
field divisions^ 

It aoema incongruous that you taould fuxvc per^ 
mitted the infornyini projrcu in Honolulu to drc-j alQug 
oD&r an e^t^nded period of tiip^ mithout taking offirTot^tiue 
action to secure e3:^p2anatiQn3 fran that Diui^ion^ for tkeir 
failure to develop inforT.ants^ And nor^ particularly^ it 
tB inaonjruouB thut you failed to notify ^^ of this un* 
satisfactory situation^ thus precluding ny taking any 
affiliation <iction io sea thai the proyrau umB adequately 
handled^ 



f!w fac'&Q ^ot forth in your memoranda indicate 
the c^si^tence of q condition of lethargy in the Xr^^usstt^ 
jatiuQ Division and I want you to Unot) thnt im.'^ediate 
steps mu^t be tai^en by '^^u to inaura an (2£?jr^a*9iac? and 
efficient ciiMiniBtration a/ your THviaion^ 



.!, *3 



Tol9on_ 
Ladd ^ 

C !«?»_„ 
Glavln_ 

r!ichois_ 

Tracy 

Harbo 



aaliaant_ 

Molir 



,1^ 



cc: Mr, '-Ladd 






cc: Mr^ Glavin^^^^sy- 



•V"\'t.\V. 



'<]ry truly your^^ 

Jo ^dgar Hoover ^ 

John :rdgra^/r€Sc^^/5:^j 



Dir^Otpr^^ 



Tele* ItoOiii_ 

Naase 

GantJy 



{ 



£(TDEC9 ^^5? 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

/f^^'' DATE: /<^ 



TO I MR. TOLSON 

FROM I D^ ¥• Ladd 

SUBJECT: 




DATE: 

December 29 



Mr Ro 



Florida of^^''^^^^^^ ^^J}^ff^^^ ^^ <^ ^ "£jL Vr4J,^,4^^— ^:^^=^ 

whether ^e^jjwj^^cut^ .M^^.M&Q&MM^AM^-^UAJ^.SJMJ^* 

I told him in vAeM.o f^tKe,^fjJj)J}^Maj^ n 

was nearly over I thouaht he shou lci con tinue * 



^ 



DMLsCSH 



< ^ 



*^.-» 



Tolson_ 

La<id_J 

Clesg. 

Olav 

Hlch 

Hosen 

Tracy 

Harbo 

BalntDTit, 
Mohr 




Tels. hooin_ 
Msase 

dandy 






^''^ 



it 




8 1953 /^^ 
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December 1, 1952 
MEMOR ANDTM FOR THE DIRECTOR I {jU fCtS-^-S-.^^ 



Name 

C. E. 
Weeks 



The following Special Agents In Charge are presatly on probation ; 
OFFICE 



LAST DATE OF LAST 

DATE insrarcTioN ^CHiUE 



REASON 



Honolulu 2-26-52 10-28-52 
Continued 11-12-52 



^G. N. Norfolk 
^Willis 

5^ A. Com- Salt Lake 

^Oielius, Jr. City 

^ Continued 

r- 

Hood 



7-8-52 

9-11-52 
Continued 10-27-52 



Washington 8-26-52 
Field 



4-3-52 8-10-52 



10-11-52 

(Philadel- 
phia Office) 



6-20-52 



E. A, 
Soucy 



Knoxville 9-18-52 8-28-52 



Improper supervision of 
a security investigation 
in the Honolulu Division, 
Because of unsatisfactory 
condition of criminal 
informant coverage dis- 
closed during recent 
Inspection, 

Delinquencies disclosed 
during inspection of the 
New Haven Office. 

Failure to bring about 
the necessary Improve- 
ment in the criminal 
informant coverage of 
the Philadelphia Office. 

Because of the improper 
and unsatisfactory 
manner in which he 
supervised the investi- 
gation of the caf?f^ 

entitled, | 

I "R lggs National 
Bank J Larceny of Brinks 
Armoured Truck , 
Washington, D, C^, 
August 25, 19525 Bank 
Robery Larceny." 

Because of lack of 
attention to communi- 
cations costs and 
excessive automobile 
operational costs within 
the Knoxville Division. 



4> 



1 DEC 18 1952 



# 



Brown 



Murphy 



King 



Cincinnati 9-16-52 8-31-52 



Charlotte 



Currently- 
being re- 
checked 
11-28-52 
10-3-52 9-30-52 



Indianapolis 10-7-52 9-16-52 



P, Wyly Butte 



10-20-52 10-20-52 



R. N. 
Hosteny 



Springfield 10-30-52 9-30-52 



E. Scheldt Detroit 



G. C, 

Burton 



Denver 



11.4.52 8-15-51 



11-18-52 11-1-52 



COPY s mag 



Delinquencies disclosed 
during inspection of tte 
Cincinnati Office, 

Delinquencies disclosed 
during inspection of the 
Charlotte Office. 

Delinquencies discovered 
during inspection of the 
Indianapolis Office. 

Because of his exceptioa- 
ally poor Judgement in 
issuing a news letter to 
graduates of the FBI 
National Academy in IddS) 
and Montana and particu- 
larly because of his 
unwarranted inclusion 
therein of the criminal 
record of an individual 
representing the North- 
west Peace Officers 
Associatlono 

Delinquencies discovered 
during Inspection of the 
Springfield Office. 

Because of his disregaid 
of Bureau rules and 
regulations* 

Because of delinquencies 
discovered by Inspector 
Stein. 



Name 



SEAT OF OOVERKMEHT OFFICIALS (iNC LEDINa SECTION CHIEPS) ON 
Title 



A. Rosen, Assistant 
Director 



W. R. 
Glavin 



Assistant 
Director 



Date 



9-11-52 



11-10-52 



N. P. Number one Man 11-10-52 
Callahan in Administrative Division 



Reason 

Failure to promptly inform the 
Director that prisoners had escaped 
from the Federal Penitentiary at 
Lewi sburg , Pennsylvania • 

Delay in handling vouchers. 



Delay in handling vouchers o 
Respectfully, 

W, R. Glavin 



mmmwM 






^^m^^^^Mf^"^' UNITEI); STATES GOVERNMENT^ 

iSlllW^llC: ■ j ' ' ' ■ ■ "*«= »«>'«»»>•' 17, 1952 



^ ^^SUBJSCT!! I EP AL 

- V''ir''*"''" '^^S 'Vr'>^'^t',' ,m'_L ' LJ Ii ' "Ll.^!""-_ ' .U| I i [> .,.. 1 Ljmwji];gj ir >^ ""• ••^ 






??f.|V;4f'V' ^ 



. I-V, 



SgfOISfSr 



'^Wwft 




^ . v; llM<PIl4^^^^^ Agents of that 

Q|fly^^wt!;fnfOfr9do^ to bribe a Pederal 

IMti'f «fl8«?{ %[~~~_nfMLboptlegglag activities. 
|S*8P|i?ata1l«a.ent^ were takep flwa l | and the ease was 

:4f|o||8ed with the lUited States Attorney oontrary to Bureau 
instmo^ons that bribery oases involving Treasury Department 
«Bple»yee8 ifere to be referred to the United States Attorney with 
idvlce: that the Itreasury Departoent rather than the FBI has 
jurisdiction. { 

Thes^ Bureau instructions were contained in SAC letters 
but no Manual revision was prepared, and the Manual does not con- 
tain such instructions. 



The Investigativ) 
contained th(§al ihsti 
prepared by.a/i r 
by SAs A. yoillilaAH 
May 17, 19520 prepared 
were prepared* SA 

"'•enifl 



ises that three SAC letters 
„ 11, datSd January 25, 1952, 
36,y«rted 4Drtl 19, 1952, prepared 
id number 4oi daWd 
*r. (^4Ktokes/but no Manual resnlons 
rice, SA'V. RJfMalley, SA E. HlMnterrowd, 
ton are also considered responsible for 



and inspector L. 

revisions not havii^>been prepared. /i Va ' 

Letters of Icensure are recommended for SAs Ollllland, 
Chappelear, Stokes, Price . Winter rowd. and Mr. Rosen. Explanation s 
are being secured from SA I I now in Little Rook, SAp Id 
Inspector Pennington, now on sick leave. ' ' 

Explanatloi^ of Agents who improperly handled the case In 
Memphis are being set out by separate memorandum. 



BACKGROUND: 



^\^r^ 



'^^'^y^9l 



The Memphis, Division advised that SA ?r<fiPiye^*I»tte was ...: 
contacted on Octobe r 2. 19g2> tar a T ennessee StWite^^^'Wfhol Tax Agent 
and was advised thati ] who had been arrested for bootlejjginri 
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activities, allegedly had paid money in an attempt to bribe 

a Federal Alcohol Tax Agent. SA Robie referred the feir 



TTr^rlr^lZTtr^ \. i.^^^^' ** ^°'^^^ referred the matter 

IIn^?J/Qff M;y^«'s who discussed the matter with an Assistant 

United States Attorney and took signed statements from I ^^ 

J«!« I^f ^ f^ advised in a letter approved by ASAC Ha Jter that t he 
Sf A^r S'i^f^ P^r?^ i\t ^"^^"^"^ ^*^^"s- SAs Robie and Hymers 
«? <3A?^fif *'^^'*?'®?,^^!* ^^^^ ^"^ """^^ ^een aware of the contents 
of SAC Letters number 11, dated January 25, 1952, and number kf> 

r alurv^DeLtEi ^T'''''' '^I bJibeVSlSntn^^^^ 
5+!+ Ll ''^^*"®?^ employees were to be referred to the United 
States Attorney with advice that the Treasury Department rather 
than the FBI had Jurisdiction to investigate such cases. Ias Robie 

tSe & Tif^^ ^]^'' t^l "^'.^^'^ °^^ ^^* ^^^y had reviewed 
vVc^^^ °^ Instructions but that it did not contain such pro- 

ImpiSylesr'^®''" ^^ ^ ^^ complaints against Treasury Department 
EXPI^MTTOW OF IMVESTTr,ATIVE DIVISIOH ; 

qo^nnH r^J^' ^^®" ^^ ^^^^^^"^ ^^^ ^^lic Law number 79, Eighty- 
Second Congress, contained the provisions stating that the Treasurv 
Department had authority to "detect and arrest aSy person violatS 
S^^' °^.*l!' ^'^"^'^ ^*^*^s i'^ connection with of ficiaj Ia?Jers ^ 
S2mJ}±r3 ^y ?°^,^d«r the direct control of the TreasuJ^ 
?Er?S' loS^' ^^\r"/^"* "^^^^^-^ f^°™ ^he Department on 
S??J»J llL^^^f' ^t^^^ ^^«*" immediately instructed all field 
offices concerning this by teletype dated January 19, 1952. SAC 

concSnS^pSbiii t^ ^T"^^. 2^' ^952, contaiLd'lnstructions 
aSorS^SjS ?f^^ number 79, noting that the FBI does not have 
«^o?«c;^ ^®' ^* ^ conduct investigations of bribery complaints 
tK\®'°P^2^'^^°J *^" ^'^««^y Department, and that such comSllints 
SS«d ?v,«f^?Sl *° *^' J'^"^*^ S*«t" A"oW, and he hoSd be 
nSer^fi rtJ^J I"o^?: Department had Jurisdiction. SAC Letter 
number 38, dated April 19, 1952, repeated these instructions as did 

Semed VSecLi iSntP^^ ^^ ^«"«r numbe? n wa 
:!l^ . ^ ^Pf^'i^liftfipnt then assigned to the Accounting 

lie £?S/;SS2!!<5= pre Untly assignl d to the Little Rock mZl ' 
the cJlii;«?^«J^^^ "^f ^^i^^S*^ hy Supervisors A. G. Gill Hand of 
Sectloi Up ?f J}°'' ^''\^' l; Chappelear of the Accountl nr and F°L. 
Bectlon. SAC Letter number lf6 was prepared by Supervisor f 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section. supervisor | 



.tnw !JS ^!±L?l!!^S^i^.^^P?I«^«f. Ins,2e£i2r Sizoo 



r^z^^m^^u^^^^^^^ iO Ss"^ 
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a revision Tiias necessary since Bemte Bill Bfflibef 29%^^ k^^ 
Eastland Bill, was then pending, «hich if pase^ wifl^d B6W^^^ 
jurisdiction graj^ted to the Treasury Itepartaaent tmder Publie mt 
number 79, and would mke any Manual revisicm lipn^iaiely obstoietBt 



msmmsuLM 



SA I I states that when he prepared the insert tor^Q 
Letter number 1^6^ he did not feel that this in any way chaMed Bwe$u 
policy as previously set out in SAC Letters aaml^ep 11 and 38 con- 
cerning bribery complaints on Treasury Departa»nt eiig)loyees, and 
that since Senate Bill 2980 w&s pending ^Ich would in effect repeal 
Public Law number 79 and make any Manual revision obsolete, he did 
not think such a i revision was necessaryt 

EXPLANATION OF SJ^ GILIIL/lMD l 

SA Gill Hand states he prepared the first two paragraphs 
of Section G of mC Letter number 38. These parapaphs advised the 
field that the Department had issued instructions to all Ooverament 
Departments that all instances of bribery or other forms of corrup- 
tion or misconduct by Federal employees should be forrorded to the 
FBI for investigation. Since an increase of complaints of this nature 
could be expected, tne field was instructed that no investigation 
should be conducted without prior Bureau authority except as 
authorized in Section 8ff of the Manual of Rules and Regulations. 
This section doei not specifically concern bribery of Treasury 
Department employees, but merely states that administrative investi- 
gations of Government officials or employees shall not be conducted 
without prior Bureau authority, except criminal violations by such 
persons which are unrelated to their official duties* 
I 

Gil] Hand states that the third paragraph of Section G, 
which sets out the provisions of Public Law number 79> was added 
after the SAC Letter left his hands, and since the material li'the 
first two paragraphs prepared by him did not require any Manual 

change, he did not prepare any* ' ' 

EXPLANATION OF SA CHAPPELEAR t 

SA Chafjpelear advises that he prepared the last paragraph 
of SAC Letter number 38 containing provisions of Public Law number 79 
as a rough draft , insert, but since he was not asked to prepare a 
Manual change, arid in view of his limited participation in the prepar- 
tion of this SAC Letter, he did not prepare any Manual Change, 
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E>LPIAHATIQN OF SA PRICE ; 

SA Price, who is Supervisor in Charge of the Criminal 
Section, advises that he did not participate in the discussions 
concernlnR Public Law niunber 79 or the preparation of SAC Letter 
number 11. He was requested to designate someone to prepare SAC 
Letter number 38 and assigned SA Gilliland who prepared the first 
two pnragraphs having no further reference to Public Law niunber 79. 
It was later reassigned to the Accotmting and PYaud Section and 
the paragraph concerning Public Law number 79 was prepared there, 
SA Price states that he does not feel that it vreis his responsibility 
to insure that a Manual revision was prepared based on the last 
paragraph of SAC Letter n-uraber 38, 

EXPLANATION OF SA WINTERKOVn) ; 

SA Winterrowd states that he should have followed on 
Inspector Pennington and the Supervisors of the Accounting and Fraud 
Section to see that Manual changes were made relative to Public Law 
number 7"^, and there is no excuse for his failure to do so, but that 

I he regrets his inaction and will see that further Manual inserts are 

I properly prepared. 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION t ^ 

Mr. Rosen states that the instructions to the field con- 
. tained in SAC Letters 11, 38, and ^-6, should have justified 

corresponding Manual changes. He states that both the Criminal 
I Section and the Accounting and Fraud Section constantly are concerned 
with Public Law number 79 and must be held responsible for the 
failure of issuing a Manual revision. He sta tes that the matter 
has been discussed with SAs Price, ChnnT^o^^aT. 1 ~| Gilliland, 
and Winterrowd. He points out that Sii | ^ nd Inspector 



Pennington are on sick leave. Mr. Rosen states that all of these 
Agents are responsible for not having prepared a Manual revision 
or seeing to it that a Manual revision was prepared. Mr. Rosen 
states that he also is personally responsible for this failure, and 
he tnerefore recommends letters of censure for himself and all Agents 
mentioned above. He states that the Manual revision concerning 
PubJic Law number 79 is now being prepared. fe^^t«»MjL, 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION S 

It appears clear that a Manual revision concerning Public 
Law number 79 should have been nrepared by the Agents who prepared 

tne SAC Letters; that is SA ^prepared SAC Letter number 11, 

' who ' 

- »f - -' ' 



be 



b6 



SA Cha ppelear who prepared the last paragraph of SAC Letter number 38, 



and SA 



who prepared SAC Letter number ^6. 



In addition, Mr. Rosen has stated that the Criminal Section 
was also constantly concerned with Public Law number 79, and that 
\ therefore, SA Price and SA Gilliland were also responsible for not 
having prepared] a Manual revision concerning it. Although SAs 
Gilliland and Price did not actually participate in the preparation 
of the last paragraph of SAC Letter number 38 concerning Public Law 
number 79, they' were aware of it and should have seen to it that 
such a Manual revision was prepared. 



Inspector Pennington and SA| |being in charge of the 

Accounting and Fraud Section which prepared the SAC Letters concern- 
ing Public Law number 79, should have seen to it that Manual 
revisions were prepared, 

Mr, Winterrowd admits that he was at fault in failing to 
see that a Manual revision was prepared. 

It is therefore recommended: 

(1) That letters of censure be sent to SAs Gilliland, 
Chappelear, Stokes, Price, and Winterrovjd. 



(2) That SA 



at Little Rock be requested to submit 



an explanation as to why he did not prepare a Manual revision. 



(3) That SA 
to submit explaziations 



^and Inspector Pennington be requested 

I or in^ir failure to see that a Manual revision 



.b6 



was prepared upon their return from sick leave 

(k) That a letter of censure be directed to Mr. Rosen for 
his failure to see that a Manual revision was prepared. 



PERMANENT BRIEPSiQP THE PILES OP SA'S GILLILAND, CHAPPELEAR, PRICE 
AND WINTERROWD ARE ATTACHED. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



Mr. Olavin M 



DATE 



Scuenber 1? 



he 




ABBi9tant United States Attorney 
Southern metrtot of New York, et al 
BRIBERY; MISCOSWCT IS OFTICE 

The m reotor ms n^»i»gf noncerAiJULJ^^inveQtigation 
in thte case miA .M&^u4S^M,JjUmSlM^im,, «»^ <>mn^ 
k uaafeor 13 ifisa TH lo pT? «« the invee t iaation of the case inpM iL. 
MQvmsr J<> . Jw^t ^j^^„^g^raiipfl AeeiBtant to United S meTIttorney, 

southern Dietrici I f lle«> York, .Miacond^ct in 'W;/|}_^}|5f ^JJ^J" 
Tn formation Conoerning" a>hichsa<L£d^«OlL^llt^«^i85_Va»^^^ 
^ilZTtl iTlLleL bH^nterM iV.e Director coy^^^nt, ''J 
ca'nnoi express ioo «tron74^rc<"'3e««at;o-i "to the luck of super 
vision and aggressiveness in Rosen's Division in f*"/****;- " ^ 
dragged tiisetably. /I wnt recomendations re administrative action 
bs taken." 



to 



T he handling of the 



case will be set out by 



The 



in a narcotics case bu^ defenimX.^ii^^M3A^cASAM9iMAL^^^^^ E' 

^^J^^kZJffuJr^evideaA^' ^^' ^^^-^^^xM-f-^i^i^'VJt^^^ 
rr s r^t'e r i nter^J tgJgTaHS^ ci ie S]>^ly Sl^ductedwith «em6ere o/,the 

in. *h*> at-tatihSl memorandum Jromirir^os en to ifr.podAfdaieArifqueHiMr J5, 

DeDortment o» luouflt 20 ond t/iot Hew York loofl t^ns^ruoted to institute 
■MjSSMMmmJLini'^^''^ dated S/SS/Sl^tM delay ^.l^Mi"* *«A,gc.> 
T^ATa Thl iA &T^mT^ September 5 M the hri'^ 

nT-gaagl Ue BOfl set s ince the 'reports of auxiliary-efffve^-covrifa-tf^ing 
inUrvieaa with oiKer defendents in the narcotics caee "f'** "^f^^^^^^^ 
before <» deciaion could be reached as to whether Sew York should inter- 
View then, 3. Attorney's staff and complete the investigation. JaidliM 

bu auxiliary offices and reports were receivedon September it. 

reporte neeSed / oTrTli Ter^j^grgatft;*^^^ 






coPereonnel Fiie of SA 
AitaohmentB (2) 



he 



J LA^^'-fQ ' n 
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be 



until September 26. on ^^p^^m^^j- 30 tha nuraau ardAr^d Nam York to 
c unauvi l^^*^^^^^^ J.^*'l^ U^..,M^^^j^A.tortik^^MljauJ^ d „ co mplete the 

in veetiaQtion b}i l&/lo/^ . A re port from New York was re ceived oh 
Octobe r 7 which di d not oontain inveftiajgdb^jfn requeateoTlSiriiTi'ff^^WCfeau 
o^i y/ 30/52 eince^ the Agent to whom the jsajBe ^wa a^aaaigned was on 
aubpoenai New York mpl ik^ nrifnSZr T .l^eadJ tne ^'but f*^ qjif, gp^^^.innm 



eads aevel qppd b^i^inuB.ati^a±ion /or Njaw^York and Kanaaa City. K9/imj^. 
C itu and New York jBijBJL.Jiam^ji&adLijajea of October 24 j^nd October ^ 30^ 
reapectiuely but New Yprk ae -^ ff^± a final lead for Kan'aaa City and 
c lnHlng rapovITT me n e amkm i% 4e d ,ta^mee t.J i J^j il^uWeau [deddIJneJ^[o/^IlOV ember XPJ 
and the caae waa cloaed on rec eipt of ^th efe^ repo rts pn November lZ/ahdZ3J 
VkA J#tt<irT> nAnutif^^ jr rpcnmm ^nAAdJbiil^^S ^^ ^\ for hie failure to 1 

lu^^ggreaaively preaa thia caae to an earlier concluaion^ 
\\ he 

BACKOROUND 

By memorandum dated November 12 from Mr. Roaen to Mr. Ladd, 
the Director waa adviaed concerning the bribery inveatigation of 
I ~| The Director commented, " I cannot expreaa too atrongly 

my condemnation aa to the lack of auperviaion and aggreaatueneaa in 
Roaen'a Divtaion in thia matter. It dragged miaerably, I want recom- 
mendationa re adminiatrative action to be taken.'* ^^ 

The Inveatiqative Diviaij> n haaa^tii^sed^thQt the investigation 

/1 ll^A JLailijgAtf.dL.uPi)n. receipt ofinfprmti^on from the Depa rtment 

that an Agent of the Bureau of Narcotica had alleged ihat l \ accepi:f>d 

a_^bribe in connection with a^afuiacttJce caae involving four defendenta. 
One of the defendenta had indicated that he might he willing to parti ci^ 
pate in converaationa with other individuala involved which diacuaaion 
could be monitored if ao deaired. The major queation in handling the 
caae, therefore, involved a deciaion aa to whether auch converaationa 
could be arranged or whether open interviewa ahould be conducted with 

Imembera of the U. 3. Attorney ^a Office. If auch monitored converaationa ^ 
were poaaible, of courae, interviews with the U. S. Attorney's staff 
would not be adviaable until the final atep of the inveatigation. 

EXPLANATION OF THE INVESTIGATES DIVISION ^. 



U/15/32 aeta out a detailed chronology of the handling of the] 
caae/ Thia refleo^rThar^Wr^orTafnal cdm^TdTn^^wST^T^eived fromihe 
Department at 4i44 p.m. on Wedneaday, 6/20/52. New York was ordered 
to institute inveatigation by letter dated Monday, 8/25/52. Thia waa 
dictated on Friday, 6/22/52. 

The Bureau aet a deadline of September 5 for the initial 
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report from New York and New Torl^^a report waa dated September 5 and 
received at the Bureau on September 8. In the meantime, by letter 
dated August 28 New York had requested Cincinnati to interview the 
Narcotics Agent who was the original complainant when it was found thai 
he was no longer in New York but was in Cincinnati. The Bureau followed 
Cincinnati by teletype dated 9^5'-S8 and Cincinnati submitted its report 
dated 9-9-52 which was received at the Bureau on 9^-11^52. 



The N,euf„, Xfirh xfiftflxiLJiatftd. Sir&^S^. aiSJuAiifc,i,ffft.tfa, X?Z Atl^J}J^^ 

New Haven includina interviews with the other defendent s in the 

^'™ ™™^ ^ wheih er 'l hey 



e 



and 

narcpJbicM._cJ^jsj: It waa, of course, neqeaaary to ^ ^ . 

corroborated the original allegation of hrihery in order to aetemine 
whether it waa feaaible to aet up monitored oonveraationa referred to 
above » By te letype dated 9-8^52 the Bureau aet daa ^Jj-n/itt of September 
12 for the aubmiaBion.QJL.th£.A±lanta^.and New Haven reporta. 



Th§^e JliSortadatedSepte^ 

on September iT . ^T nWI^er^ddieT^Sepf mh^ Q *^ "^JrffOT fi?flft ^Pfffff*'"' 
additi onalTnyeatiaatian^Jiij NewJLaxh but no deadline waa aet. 



. .b6 



Superviaor\ i ta mhnm, the caae waa aaaianej 

. advtaea^.tliat ne dtd,.BML^ajULJi.Jiiem^^ New rork_jBS.Me 



waa aaaianed ai . 
t he i nvesti Qation whi ch M.xss^ 7^A^d.JlMlAJSl 

^^i^lonas^ 

U . S* Attorney 's etafri^irhe reports from Atlanta and New Haven which 

he expected to receive within a matter of several days were essential 

to this determination. He felt that when he received the Atlanta and 

New Haven reports 

instructions to New 

this^ seemed proper. 



he could then review the entire matter, issue 



SA 



York to interview the U. 5. Attorney's etaff if 
and complete the investigation at a final deadlinem 

.b6 

on ' ' 



.On receipt of the Atlanta and New Haven ^^^o^JtJIL^^^^Z^ 

~[advi&S J that he^JDiii on special locate on 9 - 2 6 -Tg^gTyg-JTO 
repqrt (^PT^gd grfcj&Sy JB^.M&,MMlDlJiM^ Hefelt^ 

that possession of both these reports was necessary before he could make 
a final review of the entire case and decide whether to authorise 
interviews with the^ U. S. Attorney's staff. H e recalls receiving one 
of these reports a few days PrisJLjiq^the other hui did Hd« HBIflie BBIW 



September 2^ At that time ftff, 4flffffi a no-eSl^pn ofi the Ngw York repprt 
that i±Jiad^MS£ILMaS£d..on^^ 

9-£6-5£* He reviem£jLJi hA.,,JijQ^±ire,,caa e. and s ince the other defendants 
in the narcotics case denied bribinp l I it did not appear feasible 

to arrange monitored conversations* O n Monday 9^29^-52 he dictated a 
1 etter dated 9^30^52 inetruct i,^g^^Jlf,fi]ip,,XArJ^--^^^ interview memberjj 

nf +K^ JT. SI. A-h+nr^nj^y^^ fifcO// and to cover somf'T2l Sd^TiT6nal^2T^^ 
with a 10-^15-52 deadline. •------— —~~«-~-«^^ 

■ iiMi iimm [■■■■iniiiiiii I I ■■ '»! II I ■"-"■*t 

1 

It sh ould he noted that in mid September, 1952, a new o rganixta' 

« 3 . "^ 
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be 



tLon was out into eJlect_in the . JXaud, fteflUon,.mkgrffM.\ ^^SJjS. 

cated case and taau e ne oe a a ar y tnat ructions t 

Superviaor J ion Pot ober land] i-^^^-^^J^ 

completion* 



a: . jf^ r -f t of M n j ^n e vorthe le a a unti j^ 
tar y inat ructions to Meioiori, Ajter^WTWtn g 



[handXisd it to ita 



A New Tork revert daied October 7 maa reeeiveA on Oo tj>ber 9j, 

ontaineS the inu€8Haatto.n reguested by 

nveatigation 



•tti Mikmdum Mm 



It was noted that this report c 

Bureau letter of September 9J)u ^__ 

r e a Ue Bre d-b v ^ Slte^imgg^^^ th e laai day in 'n o period 

of the report being 9/29/52* Thia repprt qQ^f^p^tnaii n Janw ^^^ a^m g/iii^« 

d^BSX3SIi ^^^ Item Hauen report loaa rec^MMSr^0/TS/S2 andMiTWHrtW^ 
r eport dated 10/15/^ , M» a , rgcetugd o^^ aetting out leads for 



^^^ ^"I'-^AjJ^y '^?^tliiSl ***^<' October iZm,&$X^i^^SM*^Xi£S'T' 
K ansas City and If^^ ^T^ q^"^^^ 
The JLansaa city report was rec^jve d on October 23 and tneNem Tork 

reji2]:jLJ&kMiLM.6AAl^^ 

leada for Kansas Pttu unrf New Tor^- On N ovember 3 tne Bureau set a 
d gggj iii g " ^n d a ^[ ^l^^^^m Tork 

n "lff6vm%er~J£^ the Kanl^suJily' ' 

l^eaTlSoTTovlS^SX^'^ 

on. Snuemhftr IR, and the qlUlf^T^g repor^^ ^from^Jfqp JpfJ^ fpaa leoe^ued pn^ 
November 23. 

EXPLANATION OF NEW YORK 

Th 
dated 10/7/SS 

daie in ihe pertTH if HKIS YSpbff, 




._ . . when tner 

Bubnitted. The case waa aaaiaiLe.' 

Statement of SA Joaenh t* TanaeX 




^«^¥^^ 



eport was 



SA TanQel stat es that no Bure 

vember 9 7^ 

tatedt^e report on September 29. fi^ mas ^Aubnoignae d , *<j!Ml^f^*f f/^ *fl-- 

Erie, Pennsyl vania^ and he^^le£^JS[siiLjM^^ 



l etter of September 9 for the auJJm'faalon o^ Ua di o* 



SMJ^n 
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■1 



inoe he waenot in New Torn when the Bureau l^-^*^^ jfJ/^9/M-^^.i/a/Ko 



atatevient of Suvervtaor F 
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JeMi»:£orJ(^r,ep,o,j:t.wckS.^ffUi>m.iifte<i. on 
_ deadline had be^en set for thiB^inve^tiffOiti.on 
7eaW:^SrcWfe3'^a,rj^6r¥'-co'v^^^^ 
t^-^^SSmTtTTold M e ,bJ rgau l_ett e r 

8A \ { poinie ourim iKT rej^n-wTe^'irdnecnme^^^ %u bmtWe-Ufi thin 

a period of 5 working days after it was dictated. 



sa\__ 
9/tW/iS nriflivTas 
io/7/58 butTLno.^ 

inveatigation ajLjCalJ. 



\ 






EXPLANATION OF RECORDS SECTION b6 

»nw ^^n^in^fttti rftr-""** ^^/'^rr^/i -tfl hii g^J "^ Ltke Records. ^ejijfion 

nri,,-^^^^ i:hat +.h» N pw YorK. revovt ^4^^^^^^^^^ 

y:o ±hs, Tnn^^tipa±iv^^iJiSMjUL.on 9/mE i^^rrriima recefVed -ih 



the Bureau via Expedite Proceeaing 
U njt re ceived a "^ " "' 

locate . 



-. H Friday, 9/19/52 the SevMipe 

rS<iM&S^..JXJSB,M L" ^.liy^g^ *^« reporr^on apeoxal 




Numbering 



'e- 




rtalTa 
ddvfae'Kiiii 



SecUorT^viBea that the abstract of this report would have been treated 
ae aemi ^inactive mail aince the report had already been aent to the 
Inveatigative Diviaion upon ita receipt in the Bureau. 



F iling L 
9/26/52. 



The Re, 
r eport doted 9/9 ^ , 

locaiedand forwardea to SA [ 



oj'jq Section^jiduJ.a,ea. further that 
52 maa pla ced 6n 



aearch by[ 

"joh that date. 



the Cincinnati 
]oh 9/19/52 and waa 



he 



he 



It ia noted that ft gUcrfiBft&^ 
h e placed theae ^ reporta o n ajea,r.gAoj^^P/i6 



52 whereaa the 



[ state a 
records of 
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^..-l 



-/' 



the Service Unit indicate that they uier§i^B&tMUjL2l^lLi^m.ISSA 
o n S/WS'J SA I r%Ufe9"'Wd'i^e''ha8 no recorde subetantiating 

than the notation m^^M&mi^Uhim 



he 



l i U Vh&i Weoij ^e ad UHflfl thai 'hiiyelolfecUon could be wrohg't'n 
tkks poinVaW'mt the reports my haoe been placed on search by hin 
on 9/19/52. 

fi E;mMEmTio«!i of hyestisative mvrsm 



in this 



The I tfy|gatiMtfue.JU,rBlaiL.J AaA*J^.tli.gJ^M«-.gue,8t(.onobIfl. delate 
caes appear to have been explainei aatte fa ctoril£ and,_jhe_rej'ore, 
'JkMJitLiJjt&oamMel^o 't<> SA \ | Tangel, or 




noNn LnsTons akd REcoMUEmnoKS OF THE AmnmAmEmvisiojh 

It ftHDwa thot there_m_^at leaMone-^ay\s.-ielagon We 
I. . i.i.-«.i<iii.Li .!ii.i>L«L-m'i'-^^^^^^^-J^jjrj;jj,j '^lioeSMk^conpXh'irtt 



ff/ii*uimlf|i)*Jf 



was notJ^SiiL^ Furmmore, 



\iiBd to m_^: ieailJ^.Jf^LAnMSM imli^^iu^ 



daUd 9LQW ^nd hia ataUment that the' reason foi/Mng so waaWa^ 
he ejected td request ^rther inveatigatton frm Sew York within a 
few daya, after receipt of the reporta fron auxiliary officee^ does not 
appear to be an adequate excuae for not aetting surfi a deadline. 



delay on his part 



It also appeara that there .mjjajnree^daii delay on at a par: 
fi j ^fiE M "Jafe j ^^ " ^^ Xork^and: "Ci)iQi nnat i r e^ortl, cin; 

fith respect to the Hew York handling of thia coae, ^inc^ no 
Btireau deadline waa set in Burea u.Jiil^LA(kiiL9j9/52, Xt appeara that 
t he InML^f ^^ , reoflonabj e tine and the report 

tlgation requested by Bureau letter dated 9/30/52 waa not included in 
the Hew York report dated 10/7/52 aiem to be adequately explained by 
SA Tangel' a absence on subpoena during thia p eriod and since no Bureau 
deadline had been set, I^^UngtN^^Jhat .n[~~hDaa dfirtiUnt in 
hamiUm&U^MMMLmkrXmjSm A^. 7MPI^« retum. It should 



he 



be 



/^ 



also be noted that the deadline set *" a*''^^!* ,i^**^^ ^^*;?,?/f J/^?„ 
Jos met by New York and, therefore, 3A Vxngel'e absence does not appear 
to have delayed the "investigation. 



/ilrgQ^nd to SAA 



b^ 



tp an.^earli,er.,J^smsMMl&lhL 



aggressively press this oase 



r 



^ 



L. .*/ufiV 



A PERMANENT BRIEF OF SA 



mSONNEL FILE IS ATTACHED 







K 



be 







^ y^u^t-oA^ 



S 



o<^l* 



L«j>-CA-. C.,-^ 










^ 
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Office McMOVaitdufn • united states government 

TO : UR. TOLSON ] DATE: November 14. 1952 



PROM : R. C. QRtSHAU 



J|^V^v><_^XA,ufe.^''t %Lir 




SUBJECT: CRIMINAL INFnMANTS /^ ^ ?; 

SYNOPSIS i ^f 

AB q\ reault of recent inspection of the Honolulu 
Office Mr. Roeen^ in a mmorandun of ll/lO/oS, acknowledged 
(l) existence Qf inadequate criminal informants in Honolulu 
and other field divisions; (2) failure of Investigative 
Division to request explanations of SACs for inadequacies; 
and (3) lack of prop<f^jfioti^}mtion to ph\*Director of 
in adeQuacieB* Mess rs. fiRosen,]iWinterrowd\tPrice, and former 
SA \ 1 shar>e overfall respon^vbility and letters 



Tncj. 



of censure l\ecommended for all except^^_^_^jL^A^'i,0^ju^^*Jl^ . 

BACKGROUND 

Inspector DeLoach^B rsoent inspection of Honolulu Office 
revealed the ii^adequaoy of criminal informants in that office* In 
an effort to determine what had been done at the Seat of Govern- 
ment to remedy this situation the Director made certain inquiries 
which have been answered by Mr. Rosen in memoranda dated 
November 4 and 10, 19S2. 

DETAILS '; 

m both of Mr. Rosen^s memoranda he acknowledges the 
inadequacy of criminal informants in Honolulu, and in his 
memorandum of 11/10/52 he acknowledges deficiencies in criminal 
informant covei^age in practically all field divisions. 

Aliho^ugh inadequate informant coverage has existed in 
Honolulu over^ an extended period of time the Investigative 
Division failed to request SAC Weeks^ explanations concerning 
these inadequacies, m Mr. Rosen's memorandum of 11/10/52 he 
stated it waB the personal responsibility of each SAC to 
eliminate weaknesses in the informant program. However, the 
Direoior inquired if it were not proper for the Seat of Oovernment 
to consider thhi they had some responsibili ty to follow up and 
aBk for explanhiions. ^ 



Sven though there has been i^deqihi^jj^imnt 
coverage in Eonflulu the Investigative Oi^iBiory^h^^'not ^n 

12,; . 4 1032 



RGGiho 
AtiaoHnentB 

00 t Mr. Olavin 




n 







W'\ ,' '?'''W'"f',r;''f' ^y^' " '^''\ ' ■] '.*'''' ■ '^ '^'*-' 



. "A V ,--*''?'■ '. 



/<t to apeGifi\}ally oall tMs «M*t«0<*;iftV 'Bl^^^^^ 
attention ao t/iot fte iatgAi;fn8tti!«;!|ftqi||^i*»|^^^^^ 
ftetngi token toj (ii$oharge tiifffiC0i]^0ejMR'em^P-'y'\ , : 
reeponaiitiittes. ttr» ' Boaen .di'(f^iijb0^i&i§^ :'-., 

had been dtacttaaed'+ij/* tfte l>'*reStlr«B|>fiS^ 

but apparently! ot no other tiiM ha(i'i^miiBr^:bemi'6ai'im:i^^' 

the Direotor' 3 attention. ■'..•.•■:>-/ ,->;"-^-';v.,^ ■--,' '•■ '; ; '"'q, 

CONCLUSION ! , .: 

i/r. J^oaen aa Aeaietant Director i Mr, Vihterroioi as 
the Inveetigative Division's No, One tfan; W. ^Pra tik t.. Prir.f> hi> 



the Chiff of the Criminal Seotionf and forw?r.8A 

as the \Supervisor in Charge 9f the oriiinal Anformnt 



1 



program share the responQibility for the program and eaoh of 
them beoarne derelict in the discharge of his respon$ibiliiy when 
he was mde awdre of the inadequate informant program in 
Honolulu and other officer and thereafter failed to require 
explanations from the SACs for fie inadequate informant coverage 
and failed to notify the Director so that he might insist that 
the necessary dction be taken to improve the informant program. 
Special Agent J. Joseph Murphy has been assigned to the 
Informant Desk \since 2/4/53; however, he has not been 
responsible for the overfall function of th e informant program 
since that asst^gnment had been former Agent \ \ for an 

extended period of time up to and including the date of his 
recent resignat;ion. 

RECOMMENDATION I 

In view of the failure of the responsible officials 
of the Investigative Division to properly discharge their 
responsibilities in connection with the informant program, it 
is recommended letters of censure go forward to Messrs* Rosen, 
Winterrowd and Price. If you agree the necessary letters are 
attached* # ^ ^/ ^^ 




a 



be ;■ 



^u * ^f 




K f 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



PROM 



SUBJECT; 



Jfr. Glaikn 



DATE; Hovenber 17, 1952 



mmn 



Ainini9tHtive Aasiatant to Unit«d States Attorney 
Southern Dietriot of Meio YorX '^'z 

uiscomicT m otfice ««^ 

MISGSLUir^OOS fWrOWATlOH COKCERHnU ^j- 

A 

The D ire\otor was advia ei oincern ing inueatt^tjon condupfSfl"" 
in th^e eaee whioii jaae injaLUteTmlIMT52.aKnrhpect7i'.to.:Ma^^ 
eo KDleted aw ll/WM. aAMU .U.'tMMvestigation conducted in the 

o aae enUileiT 1 Aaeietant United Smee Attorney, 

SouihernTiatrioi of Hew York, etol, Bribery j Misconduct in Office" 
which was institvt^sd on August 25, 1952, and conpleted on November 13, 
1952, The Direotor connented "I cannot express too strongly 
my ooniennation as to the lack of supervision and aggressivemas in 
Rosen's Division in this rntter. It dragged iriiserably. I loant reco»- 
nendations re administrative action to be taken." ^ 

' /).//' • '' 

The expianations concerniM Me GondURi QlMi 
arjU3iMJSi MUiBa^t>y-»^ P^'^^ ,.io»oran.#». _ ^ ^ ^^^^jj 

The\ lease was instituted on 7/ 



bo 



case 



be 



73USi2 piUJk£-LiL£inLctiot 



The I \case was instituted otU/di/pj oa_ 

of the Attornru MneralU Jng-^IELhMJk^^^^^^^^^ o/L . 

yd Me "aMftfltftllitk.J aiift Jftmg^Mftg^ with aliases, awelUknown 
m M rac^meerT A I5-dau deadline w as set. Urn Tojl Met this 
liati AHna hv ra portl d ated Auaust 15 co nplettna the i nvestigation except 
for ihe {ntervVeii) oI\ \ihe original complainant. New York 



d 
miUL 



:»7n«inffOTim 



[<in.c,ft, UTAj^lilA .. pi i t the nrig i nal a J legaf i on s 
Tssions on the part of\ 



provei bu oSw 
UTnct 

IiLlwl..tfi_iiiii 



closely associated^ 



**-,u+j.>,K„,^...„ 



pnd Luchese that 

On August 20, 1952, the 
\and on AUmJt 26 Hew York 



theu had been, in 
nureati inatruHeS 
a dvised that 



^^„_„„ Icouid furnish no further details but J^ifnilheT^iJie 

names of 4 netospaper reporters from mom he had received the information* 
On August 25^ 195^. Sew York had beeAlnAtl lLQUd to <Ji«qte i/iv^stigo- 
tion in the\ lease ufh ich involved a specific all egation of bribery 

— -a nee ike original jane^oaiiMLK^^^^^^^ \ case had been 

interviews of t he newspa per reporters miaht 
'£MmkiAhjs} K nvestigati on. There- 




PtaiMA 



fore, Hew York waa. advised not to interview the reporters, the only 



outstanding investigation, until sufficient invest] 



ducted in the 

be detrimental to that investigation. 



action ha d been con^ 
case to determine whether su&i, interviews woul,d 



VST t as 



t- ...^ ^ 



/ 



t 



L.' 




/' r 



.b6 



O n 10/15/52 Hem York report was rece i ved in the 
c aae indicatinQ that it was safe to pro ceed with ihT interuieivs 
of the reDorter^ ,.aajia€XAiAiL \ , \ nlrl cm^ ] 0/207o2±he pjijeau 

llivesJ^lMtiQ^ri.^ ^ On 



i nstructed Iilew Yqflf to. camiil^t^,,t\h^ i^ --- -•«.-'. v-. 

aXtifii« CLf^d re ports f rom these offices were received and t^e case 



the case 
c lojed on Novejriber M . VW HcinTTrnrmT^ it was reopened 

ana investigation is expected to be cowleied ofrT7vember L 



^^^ ^§l(;\y in tliia nns^(* mfi ^primriJiM^.jiu£,^Q,^,iiii dec ision 
to suspend invilliM li 03. .PeA^Ana further investigation of The ] | 

case * Thisdecision was a matter J policy '\:hTcn Idas J'dfiS^T^(rn fjp''^ 
Bureau officials and therefore no administrative action 1$ recommended 



bb 



BACKGROUND 



r. Rosen to Ur. Lndd 



By titemorandum dated November 12 /ro 
^^^ ^iri£iflLZ„JSlJ^ nTl^lTTn q^s ligation dfrnr\ 

^ffflg HihiQtl itfflg JhatitMUi^mM^U^nnd gL.ihM.MMS kd no t beeh 

cj^mpleted jjnri ±hfi \nirar±nT nf^mmt>ni;i>A^ "/ cannot ervress too strongly 
my condemnation as to the lack of 3Uf>drvision and aggress iveness in 
Rosen^s Division in this matter. It dragged miserably* 
recommendations re administrative action to he taken/* 



I want 



EXPLANATION OF THt INVESTIGATIVE DIVISIO 



^- 



^y 



Bu memorandum dated Nov ember J5 from Mr, Rosen to i'r. Lodd, 
which is attached,] the Jnuc^ tjaoIIirSIuIi^ 



The 



I nvestigative . 

'""° M£ ^ LU t $^^M^.. r^^uXJt, si info rmatiorrfurnTshed 



Jof the Bureau of Narcotics, 
and Thomas Luchese, 



by 



alleging an association 
a well-known Aeta fork racketeer^ 
ilI&MktM.^th^ AUs^tlm.M...JM€i.JJ»lQJM.lL ^en^^ral 
- , UaLMJUAntM^Ji^A by the mT^ 

This memorandum ^a^returned to the Bureau on ?/3l/SF anTfe'wTork ms 
immediately ordered to institute investigation with a 15-day deadline. 



Qa AmM A m s, Nm Ynrk telenhanical^^i r.nu..t^H 



p^rmtflfliflfi tifl JBterutfiM n nmh^r of proMinMLMmoii i^T¥^I District 

Jjidae Thoi^^g M\iinliii lijiid ^x^i^nr ji^^^^^^.p^i f^^ Bureau Qranied ihia 



b6 









V 



he 



}^§MaWsJs&AmsBxm 



li^pr ihichsDecifiOLUJiJi^SI^out that since investigation had been 



~\activitie8, and asaooiation a with 

LllhlVe^ aVd'Vi'nc'e'the report reflected that both 



requested concerning 



and 
that 



Luchese admitted a very intimate association for many yjara, 
further investigation would be conducted unless so instructed by the 
Bureau, 



bo 




w as nreoaredlA jA^dLmiK^^B^^Sj!'' ^oWW 
i astructed t o inte r v i ew] |jWiJLX«.4feSi/MJX«Ml.4S« 

tlew YorlJo irS^l 






ns'tructed 




in the 



8/25/52 . Hew To rk 'h ad^Ten ,}M ±mQlSiJLL^J!i^^ , 

who was Cn ite U~ Attorney^ Ofjice with\ \and ytmUli^ 

that ll_JnULLn^£m^.JMj:£jM<iiieJi£dJ^^ 

cor,c_ez5iM] ^ijoj,m^resu]^^mdM:mMJ&''- 



memorandum lags therefore oremred under aaxe o. 



'29/Si 



recommending 

t hai ihe newspa}7r' li:^r;^^rFrTm7Ure^^ ^investigation 

had progressed to a point where such interviews would no longer endanger 
its successful coMpletion, Th^^ ^,m» annrnved bu Mr. Ladd and Mr. Nichola. 
K p.m York was therefore in str.ucl£lJLlLlf.lsJtmi.JlJLMiMJM^ 
the newspaper men. ' 



h: 




i°n flrtn/i if*"' 



caae. "'••- ^^r'' ?rl?inf**''^ 



v iews would no longer interfATi mththe, ■-^,^. ^ . 

a report on imT^ TlTF^ulTdirTKrTujieau on n/67SS, seuu^jut^ 
irnd. fnr Neiuq rKt ITni^^^^"^ ^^^ omjr£^und..Jn:am, m addition to 



Hew York. On November 7 the Bureau sen t teUtjwiA.J&^iL.SXJ[l£iJLMiM 
rmUBMlULljMlliLjdJ^ yait and l^ewark report 

rurt/t7r iead rn» fIfnilPr''''- '^ "'' '^"^^ ^"'^ ^^"^ covered: and: m caae 
' had inthrcedei.m MAs.Jill!LQlJjjm^^ lloMeae, the casemi 



reoDene±^ and the f urther inve^tigcktAon i. a., expected to be_cjoiisIete£on^ 



' 3 






EXPLAHATIOii OF HA J. K.fPOlUDER 

^ period of 3 da^9 was .nQUiLJit±iii£.en thiLjiaie. August 26. 
when A>a| rrorir>dt^j,£l o/jie_aaag^^ b 

handled this case, aiviaes that upon Te^^ i oj^lhe TewTor k teletyp e 




u 

0/ 6/SJ/52. 



'^^ .Mm^ Tfl^^f^/^ '/>^re reior i t 




orney 



be 






standing investiQaiinn . miaht hn 



alli gationa concf^rnmg 



MfijW^lc/i ms the only out- 
$I ffi^ u)her$aB the 



were actually proved^ 



.b6 



He Otatea that the ^p.u? York rpr^nri'Jj^j^ 



that it m>i.mlf^Q Qmnl&l&.M^, 

in the /^y^^ft igotj^ 

he was not handTngthe Martin caar ^fdidZtiZ^^^^^^ . 

and fe eJteugalTTTijrSti^ miTllntn^ 



ggae tndicotim ? 
iMestiipaTto^ ms received 

-STKce 

Mm 

MJJiS 



EXPLAMTIONi; OF THshElf YORK PI VISION 



' tiElf 
ect tt 



h€ 







Vith respect to the reason \ahu 

v^mi mi..%M rmiu sAJMJJjii 

a tatea thai mile\he realiaed th 

t »tert> Sealed aajji^amta^^ tMflJM&Ett 

luah&n&JMJi A a h ^ nm/) | i;k iiU («/»rn i ifiri sinos both indivii 



was not inter 



life iwtji|^,e,,^ji***t4gflji|^jt#*ji,,|g|fcj|^^ 



amms^ 



intimate aaeociatlon, 
I ftter euhn 

rn^uld le cq!i(ly,f;f,^ 



,„. ...IdualB adniitei an 

This long nflJBf././) .,.* *. *i.p fl|(rfl|__ _ 



Sp 
a jated th at 




bb 






mmi^MMmmmmmmM 



\ioho superv taed theoaae at Hew York 
^eyblWhiHrtd he agreed 
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'^^'pM^^ 









Stl^'^^^ ^ 






t. ^Vl'*' 



^t aafefl^aoMh<j r^po^rt^^^^^ mffA a oower letUT point 



|Ssu*. 



^"!A, ' ,, 









tMf/^reatt tn \}iM of %}i$ adtaUs«on« 0{/ 






dfid other pmTiSTF 



RsmmmATiom (\f the mEsmATivE pivism 



ielms U this coae gj^ P^^, ^; , ^o.^g iMff l ^ff^ i ^^t!? 

of the New Tork Off ice* 



CONCLUSmS MP RECOMMSNDATIOm OF THE ADMIlfISTRATI7E DIV ISm: 



n a ppe^gra that the i nvestigation of thi s case wae delayed 






case was held in 



P] 

i j 

explained that the investigation of the 

abeyance since ttj was felt that premture interviews with newspaper 
reporte rs might ofxuse publicity which would seriously hamper the 
investigation which was based uv on a specifi c allegation of 



bribery, whereas the allegations in the 
nature and had be)^n substantiated 



lease were general in 



to, the failure of Hew York to interview \ | 

I ^^<i I nclud ^ e tft e | rfeglil t ,, iA g,^ f it H'^'f ill " ygiyy p-f^- rg-afygF' n of ' mwnr 'that 



furnish anjj infornatipn other ffton the n an es o, 

ine bureau 



mismimKMmBimmimmmi 



Jd Luchese had admitted their assoc 



l\ew^^er^ien and 

ately interviewed* 

tHTonTT 



Since 

seems logical that New York conducted no further investigation without 
advice from the Bureau, 

Tht i»ii.[»p«fl^/.n Y f-hi i!iVfn^T*^ of> for almost a month awaitin g 
dfiimlnmpnU.in thR\ ~^r,aiifi nmpnrs fin hnueIh£jikJuah/iable. atncV 



The riPct/.f/>ii m;» ^ mnf^tfr nf pf|^||f 

l ir. Hichola^ and t/iftjcfcT^ f^^^n^^fl 



•Uj^smslMsA 



sW^V^ f^*""-' 




n 



s^*^ 







be 



b6 



b6 



b6 



:^fi] 



DECLASSIIIC^a^PDlJ AUTHORITY DEEI¥ED FROH: 
FBI AUTOimTIC D E CLASS IF ICATIOH GUIDE 
DATE 10™0S™Z01£i 



Janucrif 6. 1953 



Puns ON AL AND COM 



Mrm Alex EoBen 
Federal Bureau of 
WQShingtonp I)^ C* 



Inveatigotton 



Dear Mr n RoBem 

I am, writing at this time to advise you of ^y displeaaure 
with the manner in which you and other Bureau officials hav^ 
failed to tnittctte g program whereby the Bureau wpuld be aware 
of criminal octiviti^a on the New York waterfront in which the 
Biireou had an interest and mhich in many caaes probably constituted 
violations of federal laws over which the Bureou had juriedictionm 
The lack of a positive program with strong auperviaion on your 
part at the Seat of Oovernm,ent is ona of the factors responsible 
for the Pureau^^ failure to meet its reaponsibtlitiea in this 
instancem It is obvious that vary little if any fore^inht and 
plcnning *^€3 exercised by you in connection with thi^ matter* 

In the future^ it is imperative that closer supervision . 
be afforded the field offices in matters of this kind^ end I taill 
expect you end the appropriate persons under your supervision to 
exercise careful planning concerning such natters in order that 
concrete programs may be estabHehed thereby the Bureau^s re*- 
siponaihilities will be known and our good reputation protected 
without future embarrass nent^ 




CC:: 
EJlifs 




^, J.^hn Edg 

:.:jns-' -^-^'.'--'^^ '^^ .If ire 
^eiD fork Office fil:e 



Very truly yours^ 
£,• Msap Hoover 



£q,U4 9t ^ S] 'A ■ ^o^-w.^ 



ctor 



69.a^J)^ 




JAN 8 r^T^ 

COMM-FBI 



-^y^ 








."'' 


■2j <=^ 




Co 






^- 


^5? 


o 
s: 


5-^ 



O i^ 



tf 



i^^'" :^V^":' '■"^'. 






'^-.■^, ^ 



' ^^c 



DECLASSIFICATIOH AUTHORITY DERIVED FIOH: 
FBI AUTOimilC rilCLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10-OE-ZOlO 







January 15^ 1953 

PEBSOiUL AUD cm 



}Jr^ Alex Bosen 

Federal Bureau of Ini^estigation 

Vashington^ Dn C. 



Bear L'r, Fiasenr 



9«lsant_ 

Cl*sE 

0l4vln_ 




ir^i 



appeared 

pared by 
'rOfiprn 1 



I have observed that an incorrect stateTnent 
in a memorandum dated 'D<bc ember .16^ 1953 ^ pre» 
your division and addreeaed to the Att orney 
^^kich furnished information oancorning \ ~| 

United States Attorney for the Southern 
of Ne'j: Yort^ The Bureau stated in its inemo-^ 



District 

randu^. that the Deputy Attorney General had advised that 

no further inquiry maa desired Goncerning the rslatioTi-- 



.b6 



ship between i/r« Lane and one Thor^as 
no auch inotriictions had been issued 



fao 



Luc hose mhea in 
X have noted 
further that in a previous i^enorandvM to the Department dated 
3epteiP.ber 4^ 195S/ concerning this Tjxtt^r, the Bureau irn^ 
vropcrly drew a oonclusion or made an observation oon^ 
oerning an apparent inconsistency in- inforination furnished 
by a co^;&plainant^ whereas it ivas the function of the 
Department rathvr than of the Bureau to note such ia^ 
consistency^ 

I feel that these errors are iaewcuaable and 
there certainly can be no justification for snaking an 
erroneous statement aiioh ao waa done in this inBtancep 
It u>as a plain miastatenent of fact and I expect thqi ^ 
in the future you will see to it that the proper st^a'^ 
are tahen to prevent the recurrence of such errgr^ Jn 
your division. ^^ ., n* nwr. '^- ^^ ^H^ 

; / . j,j^,,ru:o ^> -Very truly, ,^p^urs^f 

^f^iTB^igas:. Hoover 



MAILED 2 •; 

JAN 1 6 1S53 




adlo:3mv ov 




^f^--^ John Ekgar H&oi^ejr^. 



^-j"^ 



CC: SOG^j/nvestigative Division File 



\A 



■I 



21 m.':> 




• 



January 5, 1953 
ME^!ORAN DUM FOR T HE DIRECTOR 

SS.AT OF GOVgRMMEWT OFFICIALS (iT^lCLUDINn SECTION CHIt^FS) ON PROBATION 



N/iME 




U* R- Glavin 
N* Po Callahan 
J» E« Edvjards 



TITLE 



Assistant Director 



Assistant Direc bor 



Number One Man. in 
Adrainistrative Division 

Assistant Chief of 
Pars onne 1 Section,, 
fi dmin i s tr a t i ve Di vi s i on 



DATS REASON 

9-11-52 Failure to promptly 
inform the Director 
that prisoners had 
escaped from the 
Federal Penitentiary 
at Lewir^burg, Penna'p 

11-10-^2 Delay in handlin^^: 
vouchers fl 

ll-10-»52 Delay in handling 
vouchers* 

12-9-52 Because of not 

ins' ring that a sub- 
ordinate '- £'ent 
Supervisor had BheGke( 
for g missing resigna- 
tion letter in s Fielc 
Office Personnel ^ile 
where it had been in- 
advertently filed. 



Respectfully, 



W* R. Glavin 



/ 



20 



rf-t^ 



JMf 16 1953 



TO 

PROM 

SUBJECT 



The Director 
D, '■'', Ladd 



DATE: December 28, 1952 



PLACING RESPONSIBILITY FOR PRIOR FAILURE TO 
INSTITUTE POSITIVE ACTION IN 
NE'rf YORK WATERFRONT AREA 



ffeaponslbillty in General Investigative Division 



U.ToSeH 



This has received detailed consideration by me and by those 
holding official executive positions in this Division. It is our feeling 
that responsibility for not h ving initiated positive action prior to 
instructing the Hew ^ork and^ftwark Divisions to institute their survey 
;is to be placed on the Executives of the Division, namely Vir. Ladd, Mr^ 

, Rosen; Messrs o Winterrowd, Malley, as Number One Men; ^'^ro -^rice, who is in 
charge of the Cri-inal Section; and ^V. Bennington, who is in tharge of 

''the Accounting and Fraud Section, i-Nfhich latter Section handles such 

.violations as the Anti-Racketeering cases* 

F It is deeply regreted that we did not analyze this general situa- 

\' tion in the ^^evj Xork Ivaterfront area in such a light as to foresee the 
(general problem which indicates the necessity of a survey^ 
fX ^ 

\^ ^ To recommend and to institute such a survey is s problem for the 
gfficials 01 the Bureau since it is a policy matter and since these 
officials were cognizant of the fact that there were crime and violations 
^Being committed of a local nature which in turn might possibly be violations 
fbr some federal statute, I deeply regret that this survey was not instituted 
.previously* 



A general survey, as is being conducted, is an overfall type 



^problem and it is not merely connected with one supervisor's desk handling 
'-specific violations o We h.^ve what we feel are experienced, capable super- 
visors handling " specific viola ti6ns» We have had what is known as a 
General Invewtigative Intelligence survey program, a part of this being 
devoted to the xiaterfront areas in each division, and crime ccndltions 
therein. Any specific Federal violations that come to our attention have 
been handled in substantive cases o We do not feel there has been any 
difficulty or trouble on the basis of individual supervision and it is not 
felt that we can hold an individual supervisor responsible for this matter^ 
We have the following supervisors who handle violations that have a connect- 
ion with, or bearing on, the waterfront situation: 

Crime on Governm.ent Reservations and Maritime Violation ; 

This der.k is handled by A* G. Gilliland, who reported to this 
Division in January of 1952, He was preceded on this desk by Supervisor 
Oo Fo Myers, presently the i|:03 p^m. - Midnight Supervisor in this DivisioPe 
Both of these men are experiended Agents and have had excellent records in 
their work in the field and in the handling of their responsibilities at 
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the Seat of Government , 

Theft From Interstate Shipment Violations ; 

The Supervisor on this desk is 3A P. W. Doerne, who has been on that 
desk since October 20, 1952« He was preceded by Supervisor D. V. Shannon, 
who handles Criminal •'-nforraant matters. Both of. these Supervisors have 
been excellent Supervisors and have experienced backgrounds. 

General Investigative Intelligence Survey ; j^g 

The Supervisor on this Desk handlin g the ^^'ewark an d i^^ew York Divisions 
reporting crime survey information is SA I I w ho has handled 

this material for approximately five years. | [ has been an ex- 

cellent supervisor and his work has been entirely satisf actcr y. 

Anti-Racketnering and Antitrust Desk: 



-ta 



This desk is handled by SA J. K, Ponder, who has been handling this 
work since 9/22/52, and prior to thab time it was handle d by former Sfi w A 
Hughes, K. E. Commons, Cecil M. MiHer, M. P, Chiles and | \ 

These supervisors have performed their duties in a satisfactory manner. 



Fraud Agalnt the Government - Bribery - Kickback Racket Act; 



be 



This desk is handled by SA | | who has been handling the 



work since 12/8/52. "^rlor to that time, it was supervised by | | 

from 9/22/52. /it this time, the PAG and Bribery desks were combined. The 
PAG Desk including Mckback R'^cket Act was handled by W. J. Hurley from 
3/5/52 to 9/22/52, G, W. tJhappelear from l/50 to l/52 and prior thereto by 
James J. Ryan, M, c. Clements and former SA Gilbert R. Levy. All of the 
named aupervisDrs have handled their duties satisfactorily. 

Interstate Transportation of Strikebreakers 

This violation is supervised by SA A. J. HcGrath. ^rior to the 
time McGrath assumed this responsibility in 1 950. it was ha ndled by SA's 
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McGrath has 



C„ M. Miller, K, Eo Commons, M, P, Chiles and 
handled this woi-k satisfactorily. 

It is recommended, however, that Ladd, Rosen, Wlnterrowd, Malley, 
Price and -t'ennington be censured<, 

Responsibility in Domestic Intelligence Division 

SECTION 186 OP THE LABOR 
MANAGEMETIT RELATIONS ACT, 1^\\1 

Basis for Bureau's Jurisdiction 



The Labor Management Relations Act, 1947 became effective J 



une 



23j 19ij7a Section I87 of this act which Is the pertinent section under 
consideration at this time, provides that it shall be unlawful for any emp- 
loyer to pay or deliver, or to agree to pay or deliver, any money or the 
thing of value to any representative of any of his entployees who are 
eTTiployed in an industry effecting commerce • It also provides that it shall 
be unlawful for any representative of any employees who are employed in an 
industry effect:! ng commerce who receive or accept, or to agree to receive, 
or accept, from the employer of such employees any money or thing of value o 
Several exceptions are set forth in this section including the check off 
system which entails the withholding of union dues by the employer for the 
benefit of the union and the payments into employees welfare funds o 

After consultation i^ith the D-^partment as to the Bureau's respon- 
sibilities under this act, the -f'ield was advised in line with Departmental 
Instructions that in the event a complaint was received alleging a posi^ible 
violation of the Labor Management Relabions Act, 19l|7» such complaint should 
be referred to the Department for an opinion as to whether an Investigation 
should be conducted* Subsequently in 19^9 the Department advised thet it 
would no longer be necessary to secure Departmental suthorlty to Institute 
investigations under this act. The Department instructed that alleged 
violations should be presented to the United States Attorney and Investiga- 
tions should be Instituted based upon decision of the United States Attorney* 
The Field was advised of this change in Departmental policy and instructed 
that when a complaint w^'^.s received alleging violation of the Labor Manage- 
ment Relations Act, 191+7* tbe facts should be msde available to the United 
States Attorney to ascertain if he desires Investigation and that such 
investigation should be conducted pursuant to his instructions o 

Investigations Cpnduc ted 

With respect to Section I86 of the Act which is the section 
pertinent to the waterfront situation today, it should be noted that we 
have received complaints alleging violations of this section from all parts 
of the country and in all types of industry in twenty- three Instances o Each 
time a complaint was received it was presented to the appropriate United 
States Attorney or to the Department and either investigated or closed 
based upon their decisionso 

Of these twenty-three cases investigation was conducted in 
thirteen instances. In the other ten cases, no investigation vjas requested 
by" either the Department or the United States Attorney in the -''ield^ In one 
case, prosecution was authorized ^-^:hich resulted in the conviction of two 
subjects c This case involved allegations that the Plumbing, Hardware, Paint, 
Electrical, Radio Supplies and Automobile Accessories and Allied Trade 
Employees Union, I^ocal ll/j^j American Federation of Labor, New York, called 
a strike against Bridges Hardware Company of New York City, and picketed 
that company because of the refusal of Charles L* Haber, President of the 
company, to pay business representatives of the union $3rOOO in return for 
labor peace o Five union representatives were indicted December 21, 19i|8, 
in the Eastern District of New York for violation of Section I66 of the 



Labor i^^snagement Relations Act - 19^70 Two defendants entered pleas of 
guilty and received sentences of 90 days in jail and one year probation 
respectlvelyo By agreement between the United Stages Attorney and Defense 
Counsel, indictments against the remaini g three were dismissedo (Bufile 
122-102) 

Of the remaining twelve cases which we^- e Investigc ced^ four 
were cases of the ^'ewark Office and three were cases of the New York Office 
These involved allegations such as the following: 

Cl) Unauthorized deductions by employers from employees' 
pay Cor benefit of unionc 

(2) Demand of union representative for payment of money by 
employer before ef^iployees were permitted to begin vjork 
on project* 

(3) Demand of union representative for payment of money to 
prevent calling of strike^ 

(i-^) Demand of union representative for payment of money by 

employer to prevent union f rom instituting organizational 
drive* 

No information was received in the Domestic Intelligence Division 
from the Nex^^ York and Newark Offices reflecting widespread "shakedovjn*^ 
practices in possible violation of Section l66. Title 29 t United States 
Code, 



In accordance with Bureau instructions. New York is actively 
conducting investigation into the payments as reflected in the transcript 

Gommiission Hearings and is endeavoring to uncover 



of the New ^ork Crime 

additional violations,. JL^ew York has pointed out that from the review of the 
testimoney;, it is apparent that the Crime Cor'f^i3sion had to force testimony 
concerning these paym-T^nts from the company officials involved, _and in at 
least one case company officials perjured themselves in d enying the pay- 
ments* The Com.mission forced the testim.ony through subpoena of the company 
records and by requiring testimony as to the nature of unexplained items 
in the petty cash funds » It is apparent from the transcript that the 
company officials were extremely reluctant to testify concerning payments 
to labor officials, and had to be forced to do so through the measures of 
subpoena of their records and testimony under oatho New York checked the 
first five of the compaTiies on whom cases have been opened and ascertained 
that they had one or more sources of informs bion i n each of the comt)anie s» 
Tn fact , in the case of Jarka Stevedoring Company, [ 



T 



has been a source of informat ion since 19U3t yet the 



of the Commission Hearings reflects that 

company who was making payments to the. labor representatives o 



transcript 

this 



be 

:b7D 



New York Office. From that date unltl 12/5/52, Edvjard E, Hargett was A3AC 
in charge of Division Ti, if appropriate surveys were not conducted, it is 
felt that the responsibility should lie with the responsible heads of the 
office and not on a lower supervisory level* 

It is respectfully pointed out that this office has always 
attempted to carry out its responsibilities in the enforcement of investi- 
gation of all Federal laws assigned to the FBI- The crime over which we 
clearly have Jurisdiction which occurs most frequently on the waterfront is 
Theft Prom Interstate Shipment. This office has had a special squad to 
handle this type case, occurring, not only on the waterfront, but any place 
in the area of greater New Yorkc 

The i^ew York Division has also advised they have close liaison 
with all lot"ical Federal agencies and major shipping companies and that 
the allegations which have been made before the New "^ork State Crime 
Commission appeared to heve been made for the first time when the books and 
records of the shipping companies were looked into in reference to purely 
local violations by the Crime Commission and officials of the companies were 
put under oath by the Commissions The New York Division further points out 
that with respect to payments made by companies to union representatives 
that it would not be in the interest of labor union representatives to 
admit to this practice to anyone and that the whole operation was clandes- 
tine« The New York Division further advises that it believes that a survey 
or general inruiry would not hsve divulged such practices short of the 
procedure used by the Crime Commission, which in turn is not available to the 
Bureau, 

It is observed that while this may be the situation, the fact 
still remains that we did not make a survey and cannot state with any 
positive degree, that the Bureau would not have been advised of these 
operationso Accordingly, It is recommended that letters of censure be 
directed to ^osrdman, Scheldt, Whelan^, Hargett and Stein« 

RESPONSIBILITY IN THE N5l^rARK DIVISIOM ; 

SAC McKee has advised as follows: 

The iSrewark Division has constantly endeavored to meet all invest- 
tigative responsibilities and it is felt that the responsibilities under 
the Bureau's jurisdiction under existing policies have been mete Further 5, 
in individual cases, investigations have been conducted and results uere 
presented to the U. S« Attorney for opinion, or presented to the U„ S. 
Attorney for opinion, or presented to the U, s. Attorney for Departmental 
presentationo The Newark Division durther points out that they have supnlied 
information concerning criminal activities of a local nature to the Bureau 
in compliance with Bureau instructions and that on June 2, 1951, they sent 
a letter to the J^ureau concerning waterfront activities in ^oboken and 
Jersey City, in which there was an accounting of two bombings and a murder 
involving a longshoremanc This also reflected a struggle b-.tween racke- 
teers in a local of the International Longshoremen's Association in the New 



Jersey area. The letter also described the various backgrounds of racke- 
teers m the union field. Out of this situation we had f---^ -° - °^-^ 



ijpvpl f%no^ s—a-a-oA 



I °^ Unlawful Plight to Avoid Prosecution on the part of 

' 10^1 'J'^°.r^ responsible for murder. This case was ' opened on May l8, 

mi^forforjrne^^^^^^^I!^^'^'^^^ themselves to Hudson County, nL Jersey, 

-Lt is observed that while this information in connection with "^^ 
waterfront activity was submitted by the Newark Division iS toe Senegal 
Investigative intelligence Survey Program, there still Remains bS over- 
all problem and no recom-.enda tion was forthcomina; from the ^V%rk nw?^-- nn 
as regards instituting a positive approach in tSf Jorm IT. su;vey o 
sic SSe h^fh^^^ ^' ^f'""'^ violations existed in our jurisdiction! 
it iT^Jt IL^^-^"" S^'u^^ °^ ^^^ ^"^^^^" Division since Marhh 1, 19i+3« 
JL.il felt tnat while he has established coverage. Instituted liaison aAd 
developed informants, he, in the ^ewark DivisioS, is responsible forelther 
recommending or Instituting a positive tj.pe program, and accordinrlv it ?f 
recommended that SAC McKee be censured as well Is ASAC K E Smmnil 
Former ASAH Prank Rnrri« =^ w^,.,„v„, ,.n„ Z^. t ,n^-^^^ ^' ^' Commons, 



fo rmer Ag/^C Fr ank Ba.tle at Newark, who preceded Oo:„,ons; hL resTgn^d. 
shJ uld also be ' oZTulll'''' '' '^^"^^^ '^°" '^^^^^ °^ ^^1.7 to Januar'y, 19^1. 
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Mr. Glavin 



DATE: November 



FROM : H. L. Edwards Qf^ 
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SUBJECT; 

SYNOPSIS 



mrnmr 
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o/Ni 



A m emorandum from De puty Attonney G&np.rnl Vnn^nh jinfed 
^J2:z^J^. <^nd riecj^Uie(i,.Jjx,J:M. Mreau_Zr.X-^52. ^eji]j^_^ted^nV£stigat^^ 
of_^Qllegxx.tji.on3 ^t hat , subject. Immigration Investigator^" in I\fewYork 
^^^ .9'J9Se^I>tedjii5pO bribe from an unidentified attorney. Bulet t * 
Xor:fi_and..KnQX.v.iUe_dsLtM.,JLrLlO^.^^ investigation be condiioied. 

mXLer.. received intermittent, investigative attention in New Yonhrand 
active investigation completed bu Knoxville report 10-15^5,2^. u's 
jUopey ^«f ™^fJ^..{or;c denZined^ prosecution . Ino^oming^^^report submLtied 
oij Diew lor K i i-i J.^,5;?>, ^^^^(^^f^'( ^ ria j}±xie,J}SM^sAm,^rec.ommends letters of'cen 

, 1. MeuTjorJi 

D^.e^w^^Zork .superjufvsojf^.^\ [ 



^sure to 
Mnd 
3 upe ri? is or 



1 and\ 



agent .who handled 
so fo Investioative 



-n 

AdMi ni sA r ^t iv^^e . DJ vision recomm ends 
. , Recommends no action aaainst 



his,.,resignation to be effective 12'5rM2. 



to 1 

\who supervised case. 

A^te 
I in 



investigation 
Division 



he 



rs to 

asmuch 



, and 



as he has submitted 



BACKG/WUND 



By 
7-1-^52 and 
(General A. 



memorandum dated 6-2?-^52 which was received in the Bureau on 
m the Investigative Division on ?-2'52, Deputy Attorney • 
Devitt Vanech forwarded to the Bureau a copjj of a memorandum 
from the district Director of Immigration and Naturalisation in New York 
settmp rorth al 1 f^aat ions attributed to^ rnrmpr Immigration Service em- 

Immigrat ion Investigator 



pi oj/e es. 



fion 
n an 



that 



'^^^ ^^^^ ^^:d occepxea :i^:juu froin an unidentified attorney in 

connection with nn immigration case handled by \ \ On 1 ] -j 2^52 Mr . Ed 

lillAqms^ of theJiepar^tment^^^^^ H ic hsJs-.~^t.hat \ j was JLeavina the 

^mmioration Service on ]l-21-52^and they would Jike to. have the investi- 
^^PJPI} .^3P^:I^}::PU^f^'^:ii^eZ''^ ll-LS-SrWr.^Williams was advised 'that 
the investigation had been completed ami the U. S. Attomei/ had^'dedlined 
prosecution . -.'' 



i,'i£r*,:rr5-sr!C..oj 



HnNULlNG BY NEi'/ Y OiiK OFFI CE 



Ri ilet 
interview I 



?~10~53 



to^ Mew 
] and. 



York 



67- ^P- 




'vere emploi/ed at Oa,h Ridge, Tennessee, and 
/i/eu;.„r„o/:/f„yj;fii; g i ven a^deajdj in,e^„.pfl^Z:r.d,0jz^J2^. j 



i^-* ro'C 



si 



fiiVf 



and KnukuiXtfi' m 

■- fixed n rlPjs^llgjg^Llor 



b6 

n 0x7) i lite to 



CC: Mr. CI egg 
sop-New York Field' Office 

JjIC:wjsy ,p . ,.. J ^ 



'frr)F.RAL QURr.Aii or iNVtSTtr.jy'TJOf} 



7 



/ 



J/ 




'IC^ 



rt^nort dated 7/lZj^ and IJew York deforred investigation pending receipt 
74^?Fi7TTir7i-^Tr..Mo/r reflected the --«"i5//,f J/"*!:,%,^":j S> *J^ 
original sources of the information. A^a.f.-U2.^/^2.jthe- ney, Yor^ Office 
was unable to locate ^hj__KnoxyJllS.,,r.e,por±_^d u^^^^ 
iiTHarco^^ij:Tn:Ctra£d:dZan.-inae.3±X.gat^xin-oJi^?V.31^^^^ Tntjrviewa . with 
TwHnration Service employees and the subject were c pndUQtj<^ by . ih S^ejL 

1 0/eTjrr^l'iJ^tedconpletion^gJlJhe^ ijivejtimijfin in the New York Division 
■i^^rkf-^I^Pn^ to the, U, S. Attorney, Jje report 

sY^i'TuT'aTeadl'hT'lnoxville to rein.tar.y.i.e.w..th.e...Ar.iy>.r».cI , iny^omants^ 
leforM^-lTal^t^^^^^^^^ i^o' 'the U. S. Attorney. lyU^Mie^^-ta 

uladlme of 10/16/52 for.^XnoxviJle.mdJMt .off ice .submitted another ^^^^^^ 
'^^ktk:JJ)/MM2. ■ Th^re-ftertl,e_saM.JPJ^fm/^f^^ 
rant U. S. Attorney on 10/Jjy5J^.an4 a9flfj>n ^VW^^.^t -^^IJ^ *^J| . 
prosecution was de.clined. 5eti|;eeCiQ/o/'^2..and...22/i3/5^.. the _^ew 7arfr 
Qffice"was followed, on thi3Scaa.e. by.^the. Investigative ,mvxMon on 
1 0/lQil 1.0/28, ...an d 11/13.^ 

KXPLAIUTION OF SPblCIAL AGENT 



b6 



on 



Aaent\ \ha3 advised that this case was reassigned to him 

fj/4/S2 and ar rangemen ts were made at that time for the ;"*«7»/"'„°{ . „ 
liiigration SerJice employees who might be able to furnish iy.<L^^lll'''^^^^^^. 
m this case. Some of these employees were ;;"*<^'-^^^^^^^ °" f/^^^.f ^^J*;^?^ 
mere interviewed on 9/11 and 9/16 when they became available. The subject , 
was interviewed ,on 9/l7 and 9/18/52. 

nil New York teletype of e/ll/52 the Bureau was advised that a 

report woild be submitted on 6/19/52 and on %^\\l^ZVlVauln%ervice ^ 
rorth the results of the interviews of five of eight Immigration Jeruice 
imTloutcs was submitted to the Bureau and KnoxviUe with the request that 

S.iu- e 7ondu7t further investigation and ^"'^^'^f ^^ ^^^^J^JJ^.^r 2^' 
rmmi'iration Service employees would be int<^rviewed when available. By 
Tel Zrk teletype of 8/28/52 the Bureau was advised that some Immigration 
%rvice employees were still unavailable and that they would be interviewed 
:ndarcj7rt 'submitted on 9/9/52. Because of^ their -;"%J"«,^^^'»;,"f ^- 
abilitij the Bureau wo3 again advised by teletype of 9/9/o^ that the 
report' u,;'a/"r"ufc™ittec' by 9/16 but the New York Office by teletype 
of 1/19/52 requested a further extension of the reporting date and 
9/25/52 was set an a deadline, bg 

Aaent \ ~\ pointed out that his report on the case was aub- 

nniifed on 10/6/52 and reflected a complete investigation in New York 
^li^h Ihe exci%ion 0^^ the presentation to the U. S. Attorney which was 

Z'tnr dlrerrJTunti Division had ^'\^;''''^J'Z'%,f.\\"l 

\nioLants. J^en^——^ojntS0J^_^o^3^y^^.^^^^^ 

but ..h l1 opxni onjieclining^..prp s ejs.uti.o.n.. waa.,no.t^g.iven.^unl.il^ll/.lQ/.5£* The 
cloainQ report aabmitted on that date. 
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EXPLANATION OF NEW TORK SUPER VISOR 



Supervisor\ \pointa out that the New York Office was requested 

to defer it$ investigation until receipt of the Knoxville report reflect- 
ing the interviews of the original informante of the case. A copy of 
the Knoxville report was received in the Criminal Section of the New 
York Office on 7/31/58, a w eekend i ntervened and an 8/4/ S2 th^ jyn.y^ was^ 
r , e a£\ aign ed t o S pec lia2^.Agen:t J l a^jnce^the^ agent. .to.^.whom. t,t^ had pre'^' 

vSjiUMljf^e.enu:is.signed..Mad^..o iner^coMmitmenJs^. The investigation consisted. 
rinarily of interviews of a number of immigration officials and inuesti- 
ators and through cooperation with the Immigration Service these men 
^ ere interviewed at their offices rather than in their widely separated 

ji ^estdtf/xcea. Z ^ taoa Special Ag ent ] [ opinion that the interviews 

1 j; i?„?r5.-.-C.<?i!ZLL<?.cL. J>Jii^^in,^..tXe.. mo st, . expe dit io us, wa y possible and aX phe earliest 
^ssible time when the men were available for such interviews. The 
/ g il ure to submit a report until 10/6/ 52 was due to necessary corrections 
( 13 well as a shorTji^Iavbe case was dictated. ' TA€....delay^Jn the 

3MbmiS3 .ion..of. .tftelclQaina ' repolrt ^was dug to the faci^that Special Agent 
■was^.il2^^ji^mjo^,we.eks^and.r..it^ jwas^MOt^Aeemed advisable t o reass ign 



TMIMksu±Q^,M3^oMjSfX...a^^^^ Also, the Assistant U . Sl Attorney delayed 

i RECOMMENDATION OF SAC BOARDMAN 



be 



Afr, ^narrlmnn ra/>nmmf>nfi.Q ±hrL-h..,rynnai,i^T*n^j^n h^ J1T*f*T tO censur ing 

SpejLLaJL^.ent] {for. the. delay. in.Jiandling this^^ case. 



SUPERVISION BY INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



j f Mr. Rosen has advised that thls^ case was superuised in the ^^ 

I la vestigatiue fli ',r ; xaJAR_^ Special Agent ] \f rom 7j2/^2 to 

I JO/^/Q^, [except for the period of ann ual leave i^k en by \ \ from 

jj 7/ 8 through 7/19/ 58). aM s i nc e 10/8/58 has bee n under the supervision of 
^4J I 



As indicated above Mr. Vanech's memorandum of -6/27/52 was received 
in the Investigative Division on 7/2/58 . The l etter to New York and 
'^noxville was dictated by Special Agent \ | on 7/3/52 and thereafter 

holiday and weekend covering 7/4, 7/5, and 7/6 intervened. The stenogra-- 
»fter was on sick leave on 7/7, returned to duty 7/8 and transcribed the 
;| lletter on 7/9 under date of 7/ 10/52. Special Agent G. W. Chappelear, acting 
during Special Agent r~ \ annual leave initialed the outgoing letter. 

As was also indicated above the initiation of the investigation in the 
New York Office was deferred pending receipt of the Knoxville report 
\'\ setting forth the result of the interviews of the original informants. 
|r yhe New York Office was followed on this case by the Investigative Divi- 
I? fion on 7/31, 8/6, 8/87, and 9/9/58 and under date of 10/6/52 submitted 
If. b report covering a period from 7/31 through 9/24. This report set out a 
I' ^lead for the Knoxville Office to reinterview the original informants before 
I- the case was presented to the Assistant U. S. Attorney in New York and the 
closing report from New York dated 11/13/52 covered the period from 10/6/52 



to 11/13/52. During this time the New York Office was followed bu the 
Investigative Division on lO/lO, 10/88, and 11/13/52. 



Lu 
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EXPLANATION OF SUPERVISORS 



he 



^Special Apent ^ 



[Aa.$^Qdv.Lae d that he foAled to^ask the 

New Yo rk.. _C.fJAc.e^.f»Qr..^Mzi^explnn a±iJ3J\^J>JLJbKe„A.ela ylin^.hanTJlng Jhi s case 

wjJLJJXeMi.ae^fMil.ed^to^re.c^mmen(i^,iJ!}S^^ 

. in uiew of the Ja.ct...tha t^foj low tny^th,e,^dea±h.^o/Ssp,e ci,al.^Agent,^Br.pjo k, 

J fjC4M--atfar«^o/^^t/ie-/act..t/iat^t/icT^Crim^ on ..o.L..t hs,Jlew,. Y.o rk 

• ^PX/XcL€.Jg.a^^A.gAVAii/^Aa rid.en ed m yth . much^ impa r:tan,t...wo.rX.Jn^Me ] 
I " I casgy^ Also since the New York Office ad^ 

vised the Bureau on 7-25^52 that they were unable to locate the initial 
Knoxville report which was essential prior to the interviews of the im- 
migration employees and also since vari ous immi oration personnel were 

felt that some delay in 

accordingly^ he did not 

recommendation 



and 



not then available for interview. Agent 

the handling of the case was justifiable^ 

follow the New York Office for an explanation and for a 

for administrative action* 



Mjienial AgenJ^l 



Iwho. 



JdLeu/iiQ.nk^on^tXiJ^^e^sA^.An.^a^3ubs.ti 
and in order to dispose. ^^of.^J.t Ke. 
on QubatantiuP. matters^ The New 
a£lf-QXBLQJLa.to.r4f\ and the ^i Je .Jva.s. 

^Jpon a later review of the file t 
handled from a sub stantive viewpo 
then r eceivingprpmj>t pJc}JJiJ^.iPJ^A 

fhfi ff/>?/if^- in this case. 



..as.sumed ,aupervision of the case in the 
-Mas. stated , that ,when he began to handle 
.tut€..baa>ia^^the.re..was^^a.. backlog of work 
read.^the^^r.eporta.with.Mttention .centered 
York report of 1 0^6-52 ap peared to be 
,^n.oJi^ r.ep tewed ^.b y I I at that time, 

t japp^eare^^that, the^^j:sise_had pe§n well- 
ini,..and^.at the time of the review was 
Accordingly, Agent \ \ dSd not 

X^2L!!^^,.Sf/Js.?^^fSI^^<^KJS^Rlanati on, regarding 



RECOMMENDATIONS OF INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



be 



The InueatLaa tive Division ha s recommended that letter a.of. c ensure 

be directed ia Special Agent s \ a nd . toZNe R.X pX.f^ZSu^^^^ I and 

to Inveatigatiu^ ^^^^^^PJJ^SJiJ^JUlpJJMl M L qM J \ since it was not 

felt that Agent] \ whose explanation for his failure to submit a re- 
port earlier that 10-6-52 was adequate and for his failure to obtain a 

It 



proafi€9tive opinion between 1 0-15-5 2 and 11-13-52 was justifiable. 

|Aaci^^oAleci^.ta.„flf,tue. .the.4nv.eM.tigation 



i 



was f^»f^ fe^lt tM* .*?i/jn^rf^f^^>^[ 

the close au peruiaion it warranted^ 

loaa recommended because of their failure to request an expla- 



nation from 



The action against Supervisors 



the New York Office regarding the delay in handling the case. 



be 



RESIGNATION OF SPECIAL AGENT 

By letter 0/ JX=ii=52_^Jflfi2LtJ Uauimtttftd^AiJ^XCa i.goafi on with 

the request that it be effective 12-5-52. His resignation has been ac- 
cepted and it has been recommended and approved that in view of this 
resignation no letter of censure in this matter be directed to him. 



ll/>V 



^3^■<r "l'^"' 



RECOMMENDATIONS OF ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 



he 




It i s recomnjGnded ±]m ±^.a^leJJLejL.,MJL.c.en^ure be dir.ec±eA^to^.JSD ecJal 
cmfioh j3lo^3^er jiupjerv^ia^^^n and that l£.t tera of c enaur g - fee, , d Ln£.CLt.e.d.....to 
the deiinquency ^f JiheNe^^ • 







be 












^,^U» ci*-* ^"^ ^^-J^*'— ^-C. 

^. >^2>i.. -^2^^ '^'A -^^''''^'''(^ 



t^r>^ 




ii'it^Mm^ 



I 



^ 



^^^ 

\\\>''^ 
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STAri&U^ FORM NO. 64 



Office AlemofanduM • united states government 



TO : 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 



Mr. Ladd 
Mr, Rosen 




DATE: January 7* 1953 

be -_.__ v^L 



United States Attorney 

Southern District of Kew York 

MISCONDUCT IN OFFICE 

MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION CONCERNING 



fi^i 



Qsch/ 



SYNOPSIS: 



7T 




The Deputy Attorney /General by memorandum dated January 
5* 19^ 3 1 requested a complete investigation of United States Attor- 
ney [__] and commented that he had not previously advised us the 
Dfjpartm ftnt di d not desire inquiry concerning the reported associa- 
tion of I l and Thomas Luchese, as we stated in our memorandum 
to him of December 1^, 1952. EM,,7) ii!e„c.fcQr....Jj Qai^^ 

we-were rip;ht or ^^ipp; 1r qv^ ^rlv^^*^ ^-^ ^^^'^ ^^n^^T Attnt^n^y frftn^T^ai 
of Decem ber 15^ ,19^g* Th© Director further inquired as to whether 
or not, we drew a" Sonc lus ion in a letter to the Deputy Attorney 
General of ^aiitfiiidier i|.» 1952, in which we supplied Information 
concerning handling of two narcotics cases* We have never 
been requesueu prior to the Deputy Attorney General's memorandum 



of Ja nuary 5» 1953* to conduct any Investigation of the reported 
I l -Luchese association and, while we furnished information to' 
the department concerning this reported association on August 27* 
1952f on November 6, 1952, and again in our memorandum of December 15, 
1952, we prepared the December l5j 1952, memorandum to cle arly in- 
dicate to the Department that we were not investigating th d I 
Luchese matter. As the Deputy Attorney General *s instructions 
to us in his mem orandum of October 3I, 1952, not to investigate 



vo u s in nis memoranaura 01 ucT^ooer jx, ivp^j not 1^0 invesi^xgai-e 
I I referred to | alleged Improper handling of two narcotics 



cases, the comment in our December 15* 1952, memorand um that we 



ft 



had been advised not to conduct inquiry concerning the | l-Luc hese 

association w as incorrect . However, as an Invegtigat ioh o:^ the | H * 
Luchese asso^bTatToiT'woulT involve an investigation of L 



3 



we 



prepared the December/ ^15,, 1952, me morand um to advise the Department 
that we were not investigating- the r~~~[- Luchese matter unless the 
Department requested us to do so. uur kepteraber ^, 1952, memorandum 
to the Deputy Attorney General did not draw a conclusion as to the 
value of the complainant's allegations, but rather pointed up an 
apparent inconsistency in his statement to us,pJtie««¥©a*^^|5^^^r^2!^ 
instructed to conduct a complete^-'lnyjestigation timried: 



62-97829 
JCS:jh/rink / 



J 



,Vi^ 



G cf m'l^B'lQSB 





Seiar 0*i"©'C< 
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Meraorandum to Mr. Ladd 

PURPOSE; he 

To reply to the Director's inquiry as to whether we 
were right or wrong in commenting in a December l5> 1952, memo- 
randum to the Deputy Attorney General that we had been advised 
by Department memorandum of October 31, 19^2, n ot to conduct 
investigation of a reported aaaoclatlon between I ~| 

and Thomas Luchese; and to further answer the Director's inquiry 
as to whether or not we drew a conclusion in a September Ij., 1952, 
memorandum to the Deputy Attorney General. 

BACKGROUND; 

■ ■ -- ho 

The Deputy Attorney General by memorandum dated January $, 
19 53> received Jan uary 6, 1953» requested a complete investigation 
of I l Unlted States Attorney, Southern District of New 

York, m his January 5 memorandum the Deputy Attorney General 
pointed out that in our meraorandum to him of December 15* 1952, we 
comiTiented that we had been instructed by his memorandum of 
October 31* 19 52 ^ not to conduct further inquiry concerning the 
reported ! f -Luchese association. The Deputy Attorney General 
stated that he did not previously advise us on October 31 not to 
conduct investigation of this allegation* The Director inquired 
as to whether we were right or .wrong in our advice, to the Deputy 
Attorney General on December l5, 1952, relative to our interpre- 
tation of the Department's instructions of October 31, 1952, 

At the outset it should be noted that the Department has 
not prior to January 5> 195 3^ req uested us to conduct inquiry into 
the reported association of ] "[ and Luchese* We first developed 
Information concerning this association in case captioned "Ai'i'iand 
Chankalian, Misconduct in Office," which was contained in a New 
York report dated August l5, 1952, which was furnished to the 
Department on August 27f 1952* On September i;, 1952, we furnished 
additional infoiroation to the Deputy Att orney General concerning 
alle gation s of a former Narcotics Agent, I I to the effect 

that ] | may have acted iniproperly in connection with two narcotics 
cases, we requested in our September l\., 1952, memorandum to be 
informed as to what action was to be taken In connection with the 
remarks of 



By memorandum dated October 31, 1952, the Deputy Attorney 
General advised us that investigation was not desired into the 
all Rations of White set forth in our September i^. memoi»andum. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Ladd 



bb 



Thereafter, on November 6, 1952, we furnished additional information 
tq ^^^ Heputy Attorney General concerning a reported association 
ofl with Luchese at the Mayflower Hotel in Washington in 



September, 19$0. In our November 6, 1952, memorandum we referenced 
the Deputy Attorney General* s October 31 memorandum and commented 
that in view .of the opinion contained in that communication and 
in the absence of a further request from the De partme nt, we did 
not contemplate additional investigation of the | f Luchese 



association. 



bo 




By memorandum of December l5* 19^2, we supplied additi onal 

information to the Deputy Attorney General concerning the ^ 

Luchese association, which information appeared in a New York 
newspaper on December 8, 1952. In our December 15* 1952, memorandum 
we again p ointed out that we were not conducting any investigation 
concerning | ~| Luche3e and added that we had not been instructed 
to do so. We commented in part: "While the Deputy Attorney General 
informed us by memorandum dated October 31, 1952, that no further, 
inquiry wa s desi red in connection with the reported association 
of Messrs. r I stnd Luchese, I did desire to keep you currently 
informed of Information coming to our attention, and it is noted 
that additional data concerning this situation was furnished to 
Mr. Malone by our memorandum dated November 6, 1952." 

We were incorrect in commenting that Mr. Malone had 
informed us on October 31, 1952, that we were not to investigate 
the I h Luchese relationship; however, we were advised in the 
[Deputy Attorney General's October 31. 19 52, memorandum not to 
Investigate the c harges ofl I Narcotics Agent, which 

in the opinion of I [ might indicate possible misconduct 
on the part of l 1 Such an investigation of misconduct would, 
from information availaljLLfi_tp the Bureau, have included an inves- 
tigation of the alleg:ed | | * Luchese association. It is for this 
precise reason that our memorandum of December 15j 1952, was written, 
and it was desired t o point out to the Department that we were 
not investigating the l "l -Luchese association. It is to be noted " 
that the first time we were requested to investigate this association 
was in the Deputy Attorney General^ s memorandum of January 5# 1953-^ 

■L) O 

In our September i|, 1952, memorandum to th e Deputy Atto rney 
General, we commented as follows: "It is noted that | I 

remarKs relative to the handling of the | | matters 

appear s omewhat inco nsistent in that while he states the ]?arcoticg 
^^g g ffl ^ KaOToroFTecTTon IE"TEenpec^^ of'^^'tiicr^ aF'^^seT^ 
f or^TEese individ uals as^theca se was no ta strong one/^he later 
infers that the lJ^irc:edr^f:W^e3^Kttornej folF"the Southern District 
of New York acted improperly in agreeing to a reduction of the 
sentences from four to two years without consulting the Bureau of 
Narcotics." The above comment was not made as a conclusion in an 
luate [ 



1 allegations 



de to point 




ff 



Memorandum to M'r» Ladd 



out to the Department a clear inconsistency iii his positi on. 
In ma king hi s allegations of possible improper conduct on | ~ 
part, r I did report to the New York Office that the Narcotics 
Bureau had no objection to a recommendation of a two-year sentence 
for the subjects in the narcotics case, an d yet he based his 
allegation of possible Improper conduct on | I part on the 
fact that the United States Attorney agreed to a reduction. in 
the sentences to two years without consulting the Narcotics 
Bureau. 

OBSERVATIONS: 



he 



i 





Our memorandum to the Deputy Attorney General of December 
l5> 1952, would have been entirely correct had it commente d that 
we were instructed on October 31» 1952, not to investigate ! | 
The inclusi on of th e comment that we had been instructed not to 

investigate association with Luchese was incorrect and was 

caused by our sincere desire to meet the deadline against which 
the memorandum of December l5f 1952, was to be prepared and 
dispatched ^ The error i s deeply regretted* It appears that 
Supervisor | ~| No, 1 Man J* R, Malley and Assistant 

Director Rosen. are responsible for the error. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ^..-^^ . ^^ 

It is recommen ded that letters of censure be directed ^ 
to Supervisor | ] No, 1 Man Malley and Assistant Director 
Rosen, It is further recommended that a memorandum be sent to 
the Deputy Attorney General merely advising him that we are b6 
immediately instituting an investi gation of allega tions of 
possible misconduct on the part of | ~| 

There is attached for your approval a memorandum to the 
-J, j^eputy Attorney General, A memorandum is In preparation instruct- 
" Ing the. New York Office to imme diately institute a coxiiplete 
investigation of [ 





■bo 



reported association with Thomas Luchese* 



] including inquiry into his 




^"6l„4U^ t-<^ ^ 




J^ 



<^.^rtsfW''^=^^4>>^ * 



X *C^*-SLA--?<j ^ J 



€3^^ 















*''S'^*'mA.AJ '^ 
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TO ! The Dir©ctor» - DPiW.t pocembor 26, 1952 

FROM ~ i D# H. Ladd ' ; ^^ ' • * -> , ' : , ' 

SUBJECTS PLACING RESPONSIBILITY FOR PRIOR !\, ■ 

PAILDHE a?0 IHSTITU5E POSITIVE ACTION -, ^.^ . - I 
IK 1IE¥ YOHK ' WAI'FJIPROST A^FA ■ . ' J ^ K C* ^ g /V J 

This is to- synop©i:s0 the attached menorend^ which places •, 
'^ peGponslbillty at the Soat of Qi>verxmont and In the Movmrk\and Hew 
^ York Pl0ld Dlvlslona for falltare in not initiating aVpoaitive action 
^ pTogiH^m such aa a survey to make certain that our rea-ponslbilities have 
* beon fully cov^sred in, the waterfront auea* 



In.fch© InvGatige,tive Division, It is our f cooling that rosponsl- 
^ bllity foi* h0virig Tailed to initia&c such a program, lies on L^dd, Rosen; 
i^ Wintorrowd, Kalley, as the Number one Hen, ?* L* ^'rlc®, who in in charge 
^ of tbe Criminal Section, and L» R. "^"©nnlngton, in charge of th© Account- 
^ ing and Fraud Section handling such violations as the Anti-Bapkotcjerlng 
^ caaoa. It is deeply r gretted the 'eane ral situation in the Kew York" 
^ waterfront area was not analysed Iri such a light ai3( to foresee the 
■j general, problem which indicates -th© naoesoity of a j survey ♦ It' ia 
r^^ recorflmendod Ladd^.Roaen* Vllnterrowd, Malley, Price ^nd ^^©nnlngton, be 
::/ cenQured* i'hea© officials were cognir.ant that crime and violations being 

conimltted of a local nature might posrsibly be violations of . g^oiae Federal 
: statute. "This is interesting for if I recall cori^ectly Ladd t;9ld:me there 
were no ped*Violatlo~na involved. H." f! ,. ; I \ ■' 
^ H In the Domeatic Intelllfjonc©' JDlvloion, :^6sponsibility ^i^s in 
cthe fact thst suffioient pressure was jiot placed on the ^^ewark aiid K0fci\ 
^ York OfflcQS^ to insu.'?e. proper covorage dovoloped*^ The fault in t^hla 
^ Division lies not Kith l^ck of having survey nmdi for purpoae of discloa- ' 
.ing poaalblf) violations of the,-Ij':bor Management Relatione Act since par- 
sons responsible had no notice conditions e:;iat^'d Indicating poasibility 
of '*shakedown" payments, but fault does lie in ittict Domestic Intelligence 
Division failed in having sufficient, covera^ie* |Hesponaibility for apply- 
ing necessary pressure lies with JDadd^ , Belmont and Bauitigardner, Section 
Chief of the Internal Security Section, Hecoznmended they be criticised* 
Ifo action be ng recommended as to aupervlsorsi ! / . 

, ^ J This should be cenaiore. Hi 

As, to responsibility in New York .Division with respect to the 
failure to Initiate a survey > Hjw York advised ^uch responsibility must 
be borne by thOae actively in charge of the adisijniatration of therl^Sfe- 
YO:?kUlvlsi:oni;F SAC/^S^eidt' 6f IDetroit was responsible. The present 
SAC Boardman is also x'^eaponsible* fiSAC Whelan ojnd ASAC Hargett were also 
responsible „and, furthermore, Inspector Stein, who was /u^AC in Nma York 
frpi Mnrch, ^1950, until January, 195l> ^as also responsible • Letters 
of censure recomnjer^ded to all#, ' ' - . T 

Attaohment 

DMll:AHBiaiy:lsQ . . • -' 



g,0,U^^^^fi"lW 




. The New York Division advisea they have had liaison with 
lORical .Pedarai agencies and jaajor shipping companies but allegations ;' 
which have been made before New York State 'Ci»iv:e Cotniniasion appeared. , 
to have been made for I'lrst time when books end-neoords of shipping'; 
cofflpaniss were looked into by. Crime Coiwnlssion- and orflciala of company.,.- 
placed under oath hj -Coairniasion. ^*ev .iork. advised It believes a survey 
of general inquiry would not. have divulged auch practices short of .pro- 
cedures used b^ Crime Consmlasion which in turn is not available to Bureau. 
While this may bo the 'situation, fact still remains; we did not make sur- • 
vey and cannot a tute with any positive degree that Bureau would not have 
been advised of these" operations. ^ . 

/ ' iis . to r^a AlE^^^^ .^•g MoKee has advised 

It has constantly endeavored to meet all investig tlva responsibility^ -• 
^nd theit field ^dl^ldlon feels responsibilities have .been met, , While 
Newark Division points out they hove supplied information concerning ' . ^ 
criminal aotlvitios of a local nature to the Bur^eau, Tact still, regains 
that division did not- institute -ositive approach* In the fonn. of a survey 
to determine act-ually if Poderal violations existed, ^blle tbia division, 
has established coverage, Meltee ':i3 responalblo- for either rocoKmenaing or 
instituting a uositlvo typ® program* , Recoimnended he b© censured aa well 
aa ASAC Conmona and forT.br SSAC -Eaaok, no^v.a Special. Agent* Former ASAC 
Frank Battle, who 'preceded Coasmona, haa resigned* 'These three/as well, as 
McKeo have responsibility^ \ . . 



Tolson«s I acre© with 
notation abb^ e reconu^iondatioris. 

12/29 



Hoover ^9 notation 
~ i concur^ 
-. H. ' 



Tolsori'a 
notation 



What has been , 
done ©bout/"' 
possible similar 
violation in 
other parts of . 
the. U*s? 



Hoover ^s notation 

This I would 
like to know 
about* 
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Office Mmorandum 



f 



TO ! 
FROM i 
SUBJECT; 



MR.^D. M. LADD 
A, ROSEljP 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE: 1/21/53 




<!*■. 



The Director has inquired as to the reason ;jhy I 
and Mr. Vinterrovd vere both out to lunch at the same time 
today. 

I went to lunch at approximately 1:30 p.m., at 
which time Mr. Winterrowd was at his desk. Upon my return 
at 2:15 p.m., I was advised that the Director was unable 
to reach either me or Mr. Vinterrowd. 

There is no excuse as to why both of us were out 
to lunch at the same time and I regret that this occurred 
and it will not happen again. 



U*] 

Clflgg 

oUTin 

HlCtola 

Foasn ^^___ 

Tracy 

Ham 

klibji 

tolfloni^ ^ 

lAughllil 

Itenr 

T8l«. Rona _ 

Nrtfl* 

dandy 




AR:W 



SS0 rch srI . ... \ p.,- — - '' 

X- .}u 231953 I jV 

mmi BUREAU OF INVE^fifAfl^^J . ^ 



.^ 




7195 




I 



EECEIPI FOR GOMHilT PHDl 
PEDM BiaU 0? IMSIM 
Iffl) SmS DEPJUHHT OF JUSIICE 



IPEfc 
IHTM 



CC-5a ' 



JMrnhJ (/^/(ja 



I certify that I toe peceived the following Govenisttt property for official usei 



ifoiidioot far immd issista/its a/id dm^dm jffl^ 



I The GoveniBBnt property Alch jou hereby adaiovledge 
/ 41 is <teged to you and you m lesponelble for taking 

fM ^^M ^^^^ i^ ^^ i^B' use^ has been 
lllMWllOTIffiQRimOHIIQ^ 
HINAlillttl 



|5 I L i^^^ 




Teiy truly yours, 











-^-^^ 




:i..:^v„.i^.I^Iir.E©^:^ST^^ 



TO I 

FROM s 

SUBJECT: 



m^ DIRECTOR 
D^ M, Ladd 






DATE: 

January 21 , 1953 




^£^.^'R6^^J 



5f-^a 



I hat;e obtained the attached memoranda 
of explanation from Messrs* Rosen and IVinterrowd, 
with reference to their violation of Bureau regula- 
tions concerning the Assistant Director and #1 Man 
both being absent for lunch .at the same timem 

They Dohh are well aware of the Bureau 
instructions J which I have reiterated to them on 
numerous occasions* There would appear^ therefore^ 
to be no justification , and I recommend that a 
letter of censure be directed to each of then* 




DMLtCSH 






i9^ 



(^>^^^ 



» 5 JAN 27 1953 




i4 



im:.. 



January 23, 1953 






\a 



^ 
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DICLASSIFICATIOH JXTTHORITY DEE.I¥ID FMH: 
FE,I AUTOIOITIC DECLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10-OS-ZOlO 



PEHSONAL Am CONi 



Tfey 







i/r. Alex Eosen 
Federal Bureau 
Washington^ D. 



Bear Mr. Bosen 



of 



Investigation 



be 









is 



displeased with the wa y in which 

Tlo^ Pittsburgh 
You will recall thatl 



The Bureatj 

correspondence from I 

University mas handled. 

wrote a letter to. the Bureau under date of December 18, 1952, 
and this communication was received in your division on 
December 23, 1952. A reply ^clg dictated on December 24, and it 
^as typed on December 29. It was then necessary to revise this 
conmunication and retype it on December 30. Your division was 
unaware that there was earlier correspondence being placed on 
record in the i^^^n ords^ flection and which was not on record on 






] 



December 23, when 



communication was received. 




It is necessary that steps be taken in your division 
to expedite the handling of correspondence and to appropriately 
train, supervisory employees so that once correspondence is 
prepared it mill not have to be rewritten. It is 
an appropriate training program be set up to accomplish this 
and in order that the Bureau^s work may expeditiously and 
economically go forward. 



necessary t?iat^ 



:\\i-^\ -:* 



cc-Mr. aiavin (Attz Mr0if}''''ili Efoards} 



EDM:dmg\^ /\ 









Very truly yours, 
tor 



ELiiizTtiiw^fsifr *""*'■ 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 



m. T OLSON 



m. H. H. CLEGG^ 



O 



PI - 3951 - ATOMIC ENERGY ACT APPLICANT 

ANALYSIS OF HAtJDLING 



Q^vNe< ^ I 



SYNOPSIS 



he 



Professor 



'Pittsburgh 
Agent of the 




Assistant . . ^; . __ — __ 

University, who in 1943 orally '-P'-'llf rl°jtv'Proaran and to 

rittsburoh Office his opposMion ''°J)% k%f^l/^Zll,d a — 

prcseci^tion of Communist 1'^^'/' i 'J', J,%%f' ^^^^'''^'' 

'bureau sunqestinc that an unidenoifiea file 

^l::;plete\r erroneous LetUrre<^edcr.^^^^^.^ 

rlictz-':c:' crime Records Section 13/o/52, ^uiyj^sj^^/ o/^^^^^^^^ r^iuis-'d daai 



letter to tffe^ 
in the Bureau might he 
Bureau 12/4/52; reply 



(6th end 7th non-ioo 



S.t,nrr./.r*r.-^/r.r.p;././?/..;^:-.ift?"'" 



12/^0/52 and dated 12/11/52. Copy of tha 



Pittsburgh Office to^ 
crvieioed 12/17/ 52 



instructed 
'Iwas 



m 

Bureau 



^jicttin g 



for 
ic re" 



-^h 



iwierii^-at Pitt 



He 



zhe Ato'^ic 

reference 

1)1 V I Hon 

as f^ d^/ ^-'~ / -'^^ 

c t rrureau* I'lot 

Jjiv 1 3 I on d ic cateo 



of th at conmunication 

mteruieu) Professor . ^.. ^ .^ 

and on 12/18/52, he addressed a ^^l^'^l^-. 
..,; . .. ^,.d tnl d a Pittsburgh Agent . This 

erence to applicanbl 
3 burgh university y 
]Lnercu Act Applicant ^ 
n specific ocsey it 
P'j.hile\ the earl\^ 



n 1/ ■ 

mvesticated by the 



]^',£ 



the 

letter 
raduate 



3ureau^nder . 
this letterlmade^ t 



Procram. Since ^ ^ 

^^as routed to the Investigative 



2/23/^2. iihen Professor 



kno'^omg 



norrespondence was f^^., ^V^^^^^;^^- ,^. 
{ letter of 12/18/52, arrived 
Drier correspondence, Investigative . 
was typed the next workday. 



12/21/51 



deadl me 
13/23/52, 
r 1 ch; had 
dat2 no\u 



ret 
^anc 



of any ^^ ^ 

reoli' 12/24/52, which ,,, 

■r,^a 12/30/2, to channe the tone of the letter to 
- ;tec i%/5.. PitMmioh^^iohfji ^-J/,--/, 
p io/pj/52 to interview \~~_\ replied _bj letter or 
received at zhe f^ureau 12/29/52, in the Cri:^e 
initiallv nondled the earlier correspondence. 



V 

Records Section, 
Since' the 



ent>ified a 



Darticular investigative case, same was 



■ h 



''investiaative Division after 



the BTior correspondence J 
arrived, in thf snvestigati 
I'.zs revised imt date and 



by 



the 
vhe 



ue Division 12/31/52. I 
'^iven the date of the 



routed 
Crime Records Section obtained 
Tn^RRti na tive Divisio n, and 
' '[letter 

next ^ workday, 1/2/53. 



n 



rvVi 



\o lack c ^ coordinctio 

Tr. ,estica ci ve Di'ois i.on 

irp-rtial, and interoMw 

The mves oi oat ion 

CC .lavs. T^.e letter y ^ 

Peccrds Section 12/15/52, ^ 

It was. tnerefore', .treated as inactive 

rcndlm- ti'^c m the 'iecords becoion.^^ 



I 



■^pparent between Crime Records Section and 
ne innestiaati on was thorough, complete, 
ift^ r ~\ cid not chance previous findings, 

-[jji^s completed hfd^l 15. 1952 and required -^ 
Ti/0/52 V-T.nr. 1 1 was received m-the 

fuUi/ initialled and with action completed. . 
'■^ " - jpjfiil nnr^ rp.nuired 7 



days 



:• n s 



heco^i^'iendat 

all bureau o ff i 

han'-^'l inc of all 

Nichols, Jonea and Rosen. 



c Oil merits 



ana requirea 

- . ^- f//f. 

fl) utache-d .-memorandum go forth to 
.als ana .upervislr^ reiterating necef^V-fot.prmpt 
correspondence. (2Mtk^ched lettera i^forth to^^ar^ 



Z/^'' 







e.norandum to Air. Tolson 



You instructed that this division: 

\to make certain it was 



he 



{I) Keuiew the inoestiqation Oj 

comDlete y anC 

(2) Ascertain why a letter from Professor \ \of 

Pittsburph Univer^sity/ dated 12/ld/52, was not answered until 1/2/53. 



he 



ACTION] 



he 



SA [ 



I I je also reviewed the file on Professor 



]care fully reviewe d the file on Applicant 



] who was not 



inuestinated by the Bureau, but had previously expressed his ^ 
o:oposition to Loyalty investigations and the trial of Communist 
leaders orally to :in\^.cent of the Pittsburgh Office in October 1948. 
] also made approvriate' inquiry at the Seat of Government as to 



the handlmc of this natter 



PROVES 3 OR 



he 



is an Assistant Professor of 



i'n luers 
advised 

or mc ip 
m for':ia 
trial 
was , m 
without 
co^ttact 



at Pittsburgh 
1949, I I 



ttL'^ Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. On October 23, ^ ^ 

an Acent of the Pittsburgh Office that he was opposed in 
le to the Loyalty Program, that he would net furnish 
tier: 1-7 Loyalty Investigations , and that he was opposed to ^ 
f tae Com-rLunisi leaders. Pittsburph advised the Bureau and 



the 



turn , 
prior 



instructed bu the Bureau not to contact I 



VJl th 



Bureau authority. Bureau files reflect no other 

] 



n /I ''>■'' ^ 1 .n T "i " n '^7j 



he 



A Graduate stud ent se eking a Master's Deg ree in 



at Pitts b urch Universi 

students . I 

.4:) 01 leant. Tr _ 
en Ifa-: 15, 19^2. 

FlWIiVGS: 



ityj \ I was one of Professor[ 



? 



has investigated biLJL^e Bureau as an Atomic Energy 
e Investication or \ \ required 60 days and was completed 



(^ ) ll^JlSL-£.2I!l^l^ '^-^^^^^ ^-^ in v estigation : 



be 



The investigation appears to have been thorough, impartial, 
rcrrole-'^e, oroverlv handled and no criticism can be level ed at the — 

Bureau. It will be recalled that, by letter of 12/2/52 \ ,^/J /.n \ 

a- stated ''e felt the Bureau's file mi cht be Anco mplete. On 12/l^/5d, 
he Pittsburch 7ield Office interviewed ]_ I in accordance with 



^Bureau letter of 12/ll/52. 



2 - 



had no information not already 







aMed to or 
:ofir 6 borate 



' ,ih'formii,on\aIireacl^y9Mi^^^^^^ ' ; v; 






Pittsiurgh 




as f611owls, 

your files, . -^^.^. .,^, .. . _.... 

?iii'ao?nplete "orVlnjic^ wKoui should I address a letter that 

will allow you to riq0ivfthe casi if you-MshP^* 

: This letter :;Was received in Me Records Section, 12/4/5S, 
at 8:06 a.m.:, properly rout en to Crime Reclords Section and received 
th ere at 9i47 aU,. 12/4/52. AcUowleAgemerit dictated by 
Sa \ "1 12/5/52. Letter: typed- late 12/6/52 or early 12/8/52 

(December 6th and 7th ioere, non^workdays .') : Letter retwed 12/9 /52 
because information was fou^nd in files C'bncernino l I 

opposition to the Loyalty Program and>this/data necessitated extra 
instructions to the 'Pittsburgh Office. In accordance , with a change 
in the letter, desired by Mr. J. J. McQuire, the letter was typed 
again 12/10/52, and dated 12/11/52. Pittsburgh Field O ffice ms 
instructed, by carbon. copy of this letter, to interviewl I 

and advise the Bureau by 12/24/52. 

This correspondence arrived in, the Records Section 12/15/52 
for processing. Processing completed in 7 workdays (it takes from 
5 to 10 days, to, handle inactive mail) and tl}is mail was ready to go 
to file 12/23/52, but the pertinent file was charged out earlier that 
day. I 

(2) The Pittsburgh Office was instructed to interview Professor 
1 by m:eans of a carbon copy of the Bureau^s acknowledgement 



of 12/11/52, to McConnell. A deadline of 12/24/52 was given the 
Pittsburgh Office. Pittsburgh replied 12/23/52, but the reply was 
delayed i n the mail land not received at the Bureau until 12/29/52. 
Professor ] \ had been inte rviewed bv a Pittsburgh Agent on 

12/17/52. On 12/18/52, Professor \ \ wrote a letter to the 

Bureau setting forth the same information that he had given to the 
Agent during the December 17 interview. Professor 



letter of December l8th was received at the Bureau December 23. 
Inquiry shows that the handling of this correspondence followed the 
]:)rocedure set forth below: 



(a)[ 



letter of December 18, mailed from 

Pittsburgh, was received at the Bureau on December 23-5 days^ delay 
on the part of the U. S. Postal Service. 



he 



be 



he 



^'pxorandiird to Mr, Tolson 



(b) This letter was received m the :^eneral InuestVjat] 
division (since it pertained to a specific case) at 3:^3 .o>'/:. on 
LecsiJiher 23, end made available to Special Anent \ 
evening m th the files attached. The files consisted of one on 



U 



tnat 

the 



applicant f 



and the other on Processor 



the oast to the Loyalty Program, 



of Pittshuroh University, shouin^ his ooDOsition m 



Investipative Division, at 



(c) Sjoccial Agent 
1:00 p./n. on Bece ihber PA (the day after receivt) dictated an acynowlrlne' 
jfient to Professor[_ 
Mr, Ladd, a letter 



letter^ a Rcmrandun fron '3r, ::ose'] to 
visinc the /i towAc Enern^j Comission of Professor 



views as to Applicant 
requesting background information 



and an Air-Tel to Pittsburch 



(d) The Air-Tel to Pittsburgh was designed to obtain I'mui 
the Pittsbu rph Office what this mtter was all about, The oricinal 
letter fro^ \ | to the Bureau of Pccembcr 2, in which he did 
not Mention Avplicant Uruk bii name, and the bureau's mstruciions to 
Pittsburch of Becew.ber 11 (attached to the inconinn of rece^:her 3j were 
not yet in file, A check of Records Sectio-. procedures reflected 

that these documents were received in the Records Section 12/15/32, 
and out on record 12/23/52 (? workdays), and routed to the Crine 
Records Section (where the correspondence had been initially iiandl^d). 
It takes froM 5 to 10 days to process inactive hail, such as this, 
although special attention or 1-day service is provided when reque sted. 
Thus, when the Investiga tive Division called for the file on \ \ 
and Professor [" \ on 12/23/52, there was no way of Imowmc that 

there was prior correspondence. This becam a mtter of record the 
same day the file was pulled, but subsequent to the delivery of the 
file. [There is no practical way to alter this procedure.) There 
was no way for Aoeni \ \ to know whether there was previous 

correspondence on record, 

(e) Agent Connell's dictation of December 24 was typed 
the next workday, December 29, and sent through. 



he 



hhL 



(f) Agent Connell 's letter to Professor 
Air'Tel to Pittsburgh and all attachments were returned to 
on December 30, to change the tone of the letter to Professor 

These were retyped on December 30 and given the date of 



December 3L 

(g) On December 29, Pittsburgh's letter of December 23, 
which was delayed 6 days by the U, 3, Postal Service, arrived in 
the Crime Records Section as it should have in response to Bureau 
letter of December 11, prepared by Crime R ecordSy ins tructing that 



the Pittsburgh Office interview Professor \ | The background 

information was obtained and since the matter pertained to an 
investigative function, it was routed to the Investigative Division, 
arriving there December 31, The period December 29 to 31 was 
utilised by the Crime Records Section in obtaining the earlier 
communications relative to the mjatter, 

- 4 - 



•bo 



be 



'euoraadurr. to Mr. Tolson 



p r I 
e'vc . 
J 



On December 31, the Investigative Division stopped, 
the earlier Air-Tel, the letter to\ 



be 



(n) 

to transmissiony _ «. j. 

and revised these docunents m the light of the new findings 
ram' the Pittsburgh Office as contained in Pittsburgh letter of 
Decenber 23. The^ revised documents were given the date of the next 
ihorrAaVy January 2. 



0/CLUSIONS: 



(I) 



Investication thorough and complete. 



he 



^) [ 



^Aireau on 
t n I s 1 1 'fie 



1 first letter of December 2, received at the 



December 4, was acknowledged Decenber 11, and a portion of 
Las consumed m rewriting the outaoinc letter to change 



v/: e to nc the re 



^ p 






ezrli 



I second letter of December 18, delayed in the 
rails arrived a t t'^e Bureau December 23rd, and was acknowledged 
r^o '^h-rp ''jemc ti^o pr.mcipal reasons ""or this length of time: 



0V[ 



(a) The earlier correspondence from \ 



record. There 
er c orresno^.Je 



was 
ic e • 



waij for an Aaent to know 



Iwas not on 

that there was 



he 



he 



no way for an iigeno uu nnuiu iyii,u,u ^.^^ , s. ^^ 
The procedure 'of the first letter being 



■znclt^'- ^v the Crime Records Section 



cc se , 
t h € c 



-.eri 



] J e tte r 

n 







[December 2, 
33 1 ^icat ion 






:j r 



the 



In, je .3 t 



'<! 



1 n 'J ^^ 3 
: ..' ? 
m o€ s 
f^irs t 
- rtte 

? "^ ?e 



i^jas perfectly proper inasmuch as 
did not pertain to any particular 
no classi ""ication of investigation, and fell into 
■jeneral correspondence of the type normally 
]jy }-k. rr^me Records Section. The second letter from 
r-^ecember 13, o:is properly routed by the Records Section to 
.\ '-M ^;- Dioision, inasmuch as it mentioned an Atomic Energy Act 
rcrX bv name ana fell within the type of correspondence normally 
ly hv the "^eneral Investigative Division. The division of this 
-} ( orr^sDonr-ence between the Crime Records Section and the^ 
tirative Dioision apoears to be proper and it is noted that 
nn -p t'lc Fittsburch Office advised the Bureau of the type of 
ligation ^.nri i-entitv of the case referred to in \ I 

^ Jester of December 2, the Crime 

r -^.n i.h.P I Jl ve st i nLi'G 



Records Section routed the whole 



the Inoe.tinative Division for handling This was nroDer. 



lack of nnard ination. It would have 



a I 



]f 



irst letter 



J / 



C 't^ 1 



t^e 



'LOSS "'Ot a^roec^r zo :e any ^.l^lw. ^^ 

,. .. i ' ,-^-7 -w r. ;nr ^.he 'lecords Section to get 

ce-be- ^: on record in less than 7 days, so that future ^ 

,]rnl'^^re could '' c matched 'nth earlier correspondence on hana ; ^ 
^^ ^' y^^^..r-^<^'^^' the fiecords Section mu st handle the most expeaite 



.-' y 



tickle 



'.^ / 



.5 C i' 



ction vas already comtolcte on\ 

C^nsecv ently, preferred attent ion 



] first letter 



II D 



m the Records 
e^ to :Lore urcent matters, as has been the procedure 
^'^nr^e t'^e Crim.e Records Section had an aporopriate 
on^he anticioated reoli' fro^i Pittsburgh and same was 



'v.^ 



! eiioran-'um to .'•ir, Tolson 



be 



nrc^o^l^i routed to t-he Crime Records Section, there appeared to be 
n^Z^on fn r the Records Section to afford epecval and urgent 
attention to \ -[ letter of December 2. 

(b) Rewriting of acknowledgements of both ■^«**^^^ *° . ^ 

I instrvcted by higher authority, required extra handing 



1 1 .ae . 
-jF.nn:.'u,:N DATIONS: ■ 



i. n.e attached memorandun go forth to:all 5»'^f^" ?{{*'' *^■^^, 
and stoervisors reiierating the necessity for^Pronpt handling of aU 

correspondence^^ ^L^ ,C«^-^g' ^^ -«5i®Ci -^ 



\ 









DICLASSIFICATIOIJ AUTHORITY DED.I¥1D FMH: 
FBI AUTOlttTIC DECLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10™0S-Z010 







February 3^ 1SS3 
PMSOMAL AND "^ 



Federal Burmu of Investigation 
Wa$hingtQn^ pm <?• 



Dear Ur. Soaen: ^^ 

I have carefully conat^er^d the information furnished 
to m@ with respect to the handling of the allegation thc^t a 
fornar auperuiaor in your division authorised an attorney of 
the Departnent of Justice to furnish portion^ of an investiga** 
tiue report in the caae of \ \ Et Al» Fraud 

Again&t the Government^ to an unauthorisQd individualm I am 
greatly displeased i^ith the manner in which thia matter ha^ been 
handled by yau and your subordinates^ In the first place^ when 
it mas first learned that an attorney was relying upon an entry 
in his diary as a basis for this allegation no effort wa& made 
at that time by the official of your division intarvioMng the 
attorney to ^ooure the entire^ exact wording of the diary entry^ 
Another serioua Bhortcom,ing z^aa the failure to, immediately re-» 
contact the former auperuiaor who vjqb accused of having authorised 
thia action in order to aecure hie comments and 0xy:lanation* 

This Bituation ims atrociously handled in your division 
and I t'ant you] to know^ that I shall e:^pect that such mistakes 



will not be repeated in the future 
held personally responsible^ 



.^^ 



9.^^ 







If they do occur you will be 
Very truly yours^ c^ 



Jo Edgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



1953 



MJUU6 * - 

FEB 4 - 1953 

COMM.FBt 



?5. 



v^] h^v ^ 



W 



c U 



HOiC''^^^' 
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DICLASSIFICATIOBI AUTHORITY D1B.I¥ID FMOH: 
FBI ATJTOIIATIC DECLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
DATE 10-05™Z010 



d 



February IS^ 1953 
PERSONAL AND COl 



Mvm Alex Rosen 

Federal Bureau of ^nveatigatton 

Wa&hina±on^ D* C* 



Washington, D^ C« 



Tolson 
Lad' 



Dear Mr^ Boaen: 

I desire to esspreaa my displeasure with the manner 
in which a memorandum addressed to the Attorney General mas re-- 
cently prepared in your division^ This memorandun purported to 
set forth the various allegations received by the Bureau concern^ 
ing possible violations of the election laws in New Me^^tco in 
connection laith the November, 19SS electtonst^ However, informal 
tion with respect to a complaint received regarding the activities 
of a certain labor organisation in allegedly making contributions 
to the election canpaign in Nem Mexico mas not included in the 
memcrandum in question^ This omission mas eztrenely en.bQrrQ3Stng 
since the Attorney- General specifically inquired about this 
particular allegation^ 

In connection with this some matter, I have observed 
that an official of your division characterised the piemorandum 
submitted in this instance as a "good" nemorandum when it was not 
complete and resulted tn embarrassment to the Bureau^ T want to 
point out that it is thinking such as this which condones and ^I-* 
Hates mistakes^ ^Und encourages Supervisors to bei indifferent Ss 
their responsibtlittesm It is exnected that you and the officials 
of your division will govern yourselves accordingly in the future* 

This m^atter was handled in a most unBat\isfactory mariner 
division, end I es^pect thai the neceesary\ steps mill be 
taken to insure that there is no rep§0ttion of isucH 



Tn your 
immediately 
a ^itu 



!d30'S 



Very 




.^*' 



[&U 



truly M<> 
Edgar,. Hoover 



rs 



I 



r:^i74/^^..'S^9s' 



John Edgar Booverf 
Director / 




y 



fjlAMUAnO rORM NO ft4 



— V 



Office AleP20fanduffZ • united states govern-meni 

o 



TO 

TROM 

SUBJECT 



Mr* Ladd 



Mr. Royer^ 



^ _- I , ^ ^^TE January 26, 1953 

^/ ' he 



AND ASSOCiATLS, ET AL 



FRAUD AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT 



tM IM.! I ^ 

*it« 



This memorandum is being submitted to answer the Director* a*'* « 
inquiries thla day* ^"^^ 



re 



A more detailed memorandum reviewing th e correaponde nce 
latino; to this matter, namely, the letter to I I from 



be 



Mr. Malone datod Janua ry 23 # 19$3i an d the letter dated January 15» v 
lV5'i, to Mr. Malone by I I , Is presently being prepared.^f^^ 

The Director has Inquired as to whether we checked with he 
Spec'ial" Agent l [ i n December when we ascertained thati I 
co ntendecl ho cleared the procedure he followed with the FBI . In 
this connection J I in a memorandum dated December l5f 1952, 
which he submitted to Mr* Malone in connection with his observations 
concerning the Chelf Subcommittee report, stated* 

"I thought of cutting the figures out of an extra 
copy of an FBI report. However, before I did ao, I 



c leared 
time by 



thtit particular 
telephone. " 






'< 



procedure with the FBl$ this 

A check of tho file indicated the Bureau copy of a letter 
directed to Assistant Attorney General John P. Sonnet t dated ^j>^ 
January 22, 19)4?, reflec ted that on Ja nuary 21, 19i4^7, | | 

had requested .^pervlaor | _ ^ ^ secure the worK papers 

prftpsmd by the Anient durin g invest iRation of this case. According 
to this letter, r [ stated at that time that he desired to 

furnish certain schedules to the subleet'a attorney* Although 

Idld not specirically identify as the person with whom 

on Dec ember 30, 19$2, 

who is now aaaigned 

information was furnished 
He said that he remembered 
recollection of any events 
supervising the case* He further 
8a id that whllo he was assigned to the Bureau, he followed a strict 
jspHctlco of always making a record of each telephone conversation 



not specirically identify 
he aileo;edly cleared the above proceaure, 
w^ te'l ephonlceJ ly contacted 5?pocial Agent [ 
t.o thH New Orleans Division. Sufficient 
to him to recall this case to his mind* 
it only vaguely and had no specific 
thht transpired whiile he was 



\ 



AKrJh 



I) 

4 rfi^ 



Memorandum to Mr* Ladd 



with a Department attorney concerning any case. In matters of 
Importance such calls were made the subject of a separate memo- 
randum, and In matters of minor importance he noted such calls 
on the pertinent serial in the file. 



be 



on December 30 state d that h e felt certain that had 

ihe received a telephone call from ] [ other than the one men- 
tioned above, which is a matter of record, he would have made note 
of this call in the file. He said that had any Department attorney 
asked his permission to cut certain portions out of a Bureau 
investigative report and furnish these portions to the attorney 

I for a defendant, he would then have informed the Department 
attornej_that he had no authority to grant him permission to do 



so 



also said that in such an event he would have baen 



particular to make this call a matter of off lclALj:ifiiiiy?d In the 
Bureau file. The above material only explalns[ 
during the co nversat ion of December 30, 1952. 



Special Agent 



recollection 

After checking with 



a memorandum under date of December 31, 1952, was 
sent to Mr. M Aione expres sing the Bureau's views concerning the 
memorandum of | I dated December 15, 1952» 



The Director has inquired as to who talked to 



and 



the numEer ot occasions such conversations took plbce concern Iri^ 



the Instant Inquiry dealing with the"dlary an d 



recollection* 



an attorney in the Claims Division, 
telephoned Mr, Pennington on January 11^, 1953f at 3:30 P.M. He 
stated that he wanted to bring a friend to Mr. Pennington's office 
to discuss a matter in which the Bureau was int erested. He cam e 
to Mr. Pennington's office and brought with him 



another attorney in the Claims Division, whom he Identifi ed as 
being associated in connection with the I lease. 



advised Mr. Pennington that he kept a continuous 

diary in connection with calls on his cases and, after beln^ 
transferred to other work, had turned this diary over to the 
attorney who had succeeded him. He stated that since the Chelf 
Committee report, he had been trying his best to locate this 
old diary and that he had succeeded in doing so on that date, 
namely, January ll|, 1953* 



Mr. Pennington on January 1^ further Indicated that 

said he had the highest regard for the Bureau and that he did not 
want to give the Inference that his giving schedules from the 
report was in any manner the Bureau 'a responsibility* He further 
said that his memory was faulty concerning the t elephone call as 
he came personally to Supervisor ] l office on January 31, 

19l;7» and discussed the possibility of Photostet.^; of certain schedules 



be 



\ 



Memorandum to Mr. Ladd 



be lng_[nade which were the subject of controversy, and he stated 



bo 



that I n finally agreed to give him an addi tional conv of the 



report which could be cut up In order to give_[ 
attorney) the tablea of figures upon which 
endeavoring to reach a compromLse. 



( defenda nt '3 
and! I were 



I I furthnr stated to Pennington that he was 

reiterating the fact that he la not trying to place the resjionsl- 
blllty for giving these tables upon the Bureau and intend.'^ to 
prepare a memoran dum to the Bureau entirely accepting responsibility 
for giving I | the tables, which he states is frequently done on 



controversial items in the Claims Division In order to effect a 
compromise rather than bringing the case to trial. This memdrandum 
which was prepared by Mr. Pennington on January ll| wag not trans- 
mitted becauae it did not fully g o into th e entire situation but 
fTiorely covered the interview wlth | | it was sent back to Mr, 

Pennington and a more detailed memorandum with sufficient back- 
ground was furnished under date of January 16, 1953, 



Mr. Pennington talked with 
which was on January ll\., !%}• Mr* 



on just one occasion 



Pennington states that mis 
la the only time he ever saw the individual, 

I today asked Mr. Pennington to refer to whytever memoranda 
he had because I advised him that the Bureau n ow posse sses a 
apeciric statement in which It la alleged that | | vl3ited 

loffice on January 31 > 191^7. T asked Mr. Pennington whether 

during the conversation on January llj, 1953, he was advised by[~n 

I that It would be expensive to Photostat the material, wiilcn 

n dealred* Mr. Pennington states that lie does not nioaiL 
any conversation concerning th e expense wh ich might be Involved. 



I asked Mr. Pennington whether, ,„. 

iQn flxtra rnpy of the accounting rep ort from | 



stated tliat he had gotten 

^ agreeing that 

the defendant's atturneVj 



|could cut it up and kIvo^ 

the tablea of figures. Mr. Pennington stated that he recalled 
Handel making such a statement* T asked Mr. Pennington whettior 
Mandol referred to a diary, and I^ir, Pennington stated that he did 
and that ho had auch a diary in hla possession when he was talking 
with Mr. Pennington. Mr. Pennington stated that he did not copy 
the exact language but that he did glance ut the diary and it 
reflected the date of January 31, 191|7, 

The Director has inquired as to why an exac t copy of the 

dlagJUJa Fnot made and why the contents t her eof were notTuIT y" 

repoipted. Mr. Pennington advises me thatTeHa3 an opportunity 



be 



be 



be 
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Hemorandum to Mr, Ladd 



'b6 



further stated that 
had 



to oiake an exact copy of it but did not. He 

the gist of the inaterial in the diary indicating that 

finally agreed to give him an addit ional co py of the report that 

could be given out in order to give I ~l the defendant's attorney, 

the table of figures was considered by Pennington to cover the gist 

of the material appeari ng there in. He felt that if he asked to 

make an exact copy that ] [ would place more importance on the 

diary than the Bureau felt was Justified and would doubtijllessly 

Include the fact that it had baen. copied in any memoranda which 

^'iPennington^s reasoning inasmuch as 
e a copy of it, the diary notation was 



he subsequently prepar 



jequeniii 




ot agree w: 
he had an opportunity to 
very short, and having had an opportunity to copy the exact language 
he should have seized upon that opportunity. 



] evey 



be 



The Director ha s also inquired as to whether] 
furnished to the Bureau the letter which he stated he was going 
to send to the Bureau outlining hia position in the matter . (He 
told Mr. Pennington that he was not trying to place the responsibility 
for giving these tables upon the Bureau and intended to prepare a 
memorandum to the Bureau entirely accepting responsibility for 
giving the material to the defendant's attorney, as was frequently 
done In the Claims Division where controversial items are involved 
in order to effect a compromise rather than bring a case to trial.) 

fir/ He J^PCtxidft ^^cf<o^, . 

} today, b6 



A copy of this letter was furnished toj 



It was 
Ma lone 
'attached 



dated Januarv 
in the 



jf 



19!?3, 



to a copy of a 



and was from 

case. A copy of 

letter which Mr. Maione 
of the 



J to Mr. 
letter was 



date of January 23, 1953i to 
The above copies were recelve'd in the Bureau on 
and were being given expedite processing at the 
located on January 20, 1953* 



"thTs" 
transmitted under 
Chelf Committee. 
January 27, 1%}, 
time they were 



with 



The Director has inquired as to whether we nomnrunlr^fltft 
when Mr. Pennlnp;ton was advised by 



diary 



wfts In >.hP possession of 



fiiat 



bo 



I In this regard the 



call to I [should have been made on Ja nuary Itj, whe n it was 

learned that a diary was In the possession of I I There 
is no justification fo r not ha vlnfr called on January ll| when informa- 
tion wns obtained that ] [ possessed a diary which specifically 
referred t o the fact that he had vlaited f l and, according to 
hi 3 diary, 



had agreed that it would be expensive to 



MemoranduTTi to i^r« L^dd 



be 



Pliotoatat material and that [] 
accountlnp; re^jort In which It 
up and give It to 
upon the receipt 
It not having been 
IMr, Mai ley on 
[aad itional 



i Rot an 
agreed that 



extra c opy of the 
was agreed that | | could cut It 
This should have been handled immediately 
of the informati on^ and ther e ia no excuae for 
handled then, | I however^ waa called by 

January 22, 19!?3* and waa unable to furnish any 
inronnation over and above what he had previously given 
on December 30, Tne reaulta of the call on January 22. are reflected 
in a memorandum dated January 22, 1953- 



T ca lled 
famished by I 
this did not refr esh 
recall tal king to | 
Idlarv not ation comes 
name Just 



SDeciel Agent 
]wa 



1 today. 



his 



read to[ 

re col le c t ion at all; 
] that none of the 



Ihe diary notation 
Ho stated that 
that he did not 
contents of the 
to his recollection; that he remembers 
as he remembers the name of this case. I 
specific item In the diary, and he st ated that h e 

add except that ho recelled j |n ame» 
name of the case, and that beyond tnat ne 
or visit or any 



b6 



covered each 

had nothing further Lo ^ 

t'nm he recalled the name of the case, and that beyond tna 
did not recall any discussion or visit or any other Items In con- 
nection with this case. He told me that he had been called on 
two previous occasions and that ho had not been able to refreah 
his memory further than that which he has ^Iven herein, 

I asked him what other Items he was handling on the desk at 
that tlmo^ and he stated that he was handllnfi; Renegotiation Act 
c^ses, war Fraud Claims Civil ^ita^ Ascertaining Financial Ability 
cases, i^ail Fraud, and Court of Claims cases. T aaked him whether 
he waa workinp; on the desk alone* He stated that he was and that 
ho had been preceded by Special Agent Bachman. This is Ralph 
Bac hman. He sta ted that he recalled that the clerk on the desk 
was I H and that he boi leved that ehe was atlll employed 

In the Bureau because the last time he was in Washington he had 
seen her, at which time one was atlll working In the Accounting, 
Fraud, Holective Service and Civil Section. He recalled that a 
survoy had beon made sometime during the time he was a aupervlaor 
whlcn w«3 t|) proximately for one year as he recalled It, ^nd that 
durinp; that time the survey Indicated that over 300 cases were 
b':lnr^ handled by him on that desk* 



he 



ft Is recommended that the following peraona receive letters 
of censuro In connection with the handling of this matter* 

Mr. Ronon, Inasmuch as he is responsible for all matters 
handled In his division* 



^ 5 - 



Metnoranduni to Mr« Ladd 



Inasmuch as the Accounting, Fraud, Selective 

Service and Civil Section is under his jurisdiction and he partici- 
pated in the action which was taken, 

Mr. Pennington, inasmuch as he is Chief of the section 
involved, memoranda went through his office, and he should have 
attempted to obtain a transcript or make a verbatim record of 
the diary which was brought to his office by | | on January 1^, 
1953; and he also participated in the action wnicn was taKon. 



Inasmuch as he is the supervisor to whom this 
case is presently assigned, and he prepared some of the memoranda 
which were concerned with the instant matter and was cognizant 



of the developments* 



/^ 



otv /->1-f 3 



has been requested to submit a signed statement 
concerning this matter. Upon receipt It will Imediately be brought 
to your attentlont ~^ 










yQ><>UA>^ 



Lorn^ 



.CLa^ 



m-'^^^-o 






be 



bo 



b6 
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DICLASSIF' 
FBI AUTO 
DATE 10- 



05^0 



I OH AUTHORITY D11I¥ED FE.OH: 
D 1 C L AS S I F I C A TI OH GUID E 
010 



Fehrvary 13^ 19S3 



PERSOWAL ANB. C 







Mr* Al€3^ Rosen 

Federal Bureau, of Investigation 

Washington^ D* (7, 






^ear Mr,_ Rosen: 

I have given careful consideration to the 
information submitted to m& ndth respect to the 
handling in i/our Division of the Gtvil Rights ca^es 
involving \ | From a review 

of thiB information it is obvious to me thai the 
Investigative Division was not on its toes in 
following these cases and failed to see to it that _ 
thep were clo&ely and properly supervised at the 
Seat of Governments Appropriate action nxis not 
taken with respect to delays on the part of the 
Savannah Office in reporting the results of irives-^ 
ttgation conducted^ and there was an unreasondble 
delay in your Division in calling the. attention of 
the Department to the manner in which prosecutive 
action against thisi subject had been alloti^ed to 
drag by the Civil Rights Unit of the Department 
and the Ih S» Attorney at Charleston^ South 

Carolina 9 

~ , ' ' . - - . -^ 

The inadeguate supervisory attention' '- ; 
afforded these cases in your Division reflects 
unfavorably on you and your subordinates and it 
is imperative that such Tmttcrs be supervised 
more closely and in a inore aggressive manner in 
the future so that there will be no recurrence 
of such a dereliction. 



bo 






Mollouin 




iC 1^ 



3Q'S 



.?» Edgar Hoov 



aoioBy^^' 



Q5^' John Edgar E 
Director 



9 FEB ^ 7i^^:m^ 



^A 
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RECEIPT FOR GOllMT PROPl 
ffllERll BmU OF IKSTIGITION 
IITED STATES DEPJfflfflT OF JUSTICE 




CC-5a 



iP^^ i 



I certify that I have received the following Govement property for official use : 

Manual of Rules and Regulations I ( 
(dated October 2li, 1952)' 



HETIIED 



Manual of Rules and Regulations I 9 
(dated to 10, 19li6) 



lUl 

The Govemient property ^Mch you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care of it and retumlig it vhen its use has been 
completed. DO IDT IRK OR IHE 01 IT OR HOLTIUTE 

%¥if fe mm 



^ 



^Vy\^j 




Very truly years, 



Alex 



OFFICE MlirWRAllDUI-l 



mUTED STATES GOV_.RMFlENT 



TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 



TEE DIRECTOR 
J. P. MOHR 



DA'xE; 2/6/53 



FTmi'iiYU BOGG-AK 

Special Agsnt ST2pei-«viDor 

Investigative Division 




\ 



Supervisor Eoggan prepared a raeraorandiim dated February 3, 
1953* to the Attornoy Ceneral settirjg forth 22 diffcront sets of 
allegf.tions concerning poasibla violations of the election lavjs 
in the state of No:; Maxico in connection ^/ith the Novembjr 1952 
eloctiona. In connection with the raeiuorandias that Bog;an prepared^ 
he omitted an allegation concerning the International' Union of 
Mine, mill and Sraeltor A'or-kers to the effect that this union had 
made contributions to the election campaign in TJew T'exico in 
November 1952, You will recsll that the Attorney General specifically 
asked you vrhethcr ue hod received a "co.i:olaint \;ith respect to the 
International- Union of Mine, mill sjid Srsoltor \Jorkers and it wos 
^excQodingly embarrnscinfc to lesrn that this was the one all«g«lion 
that was left oiit of the raemorandvun in question, .Supervisor Boggan 
admits that he erred in the preparation of his raenorandum of 
February 3, 1953 in leaving out this allegation and Messrs, Rosen 
and I-add :^ecovmsnded that Boggan be sent a Icttor of censure for 
his oversight. You asked that I review this roatter and let you have 
recoDimendatlons for disciplinary action in connection bhorowith. 






<i 



N 






Supervisor Bogfian is assigned to the Civil Riciits and 
Election Lawn desk and audi violations are under the saiiervision 
of Mr. Pranlc L* Price, Mr Price is directly rosporiGibio to Mr, 
E* Ho Wintorrov/d, the ^fl Man of Investigative Division* 



I inake bhe following recommendations' 

1* It is rccorpir^ended that Special Agont Supervisor BogMn 
iocauG© of the enb^^rrarsinfj error ho coirimi.t bad in omlbtinu^ the al- 
- legation in question from hSs rnenorandum of February 3 be canaurods 
^ placed on probation and roraoved from the Civil Ri.^ts and Election 
; Laws desk, 

2* I recoirmiend that Supervisor in Charge Frank 1« Price re- 
ceive a letter of censure for falling to insure that the memorandurn 
of February 3p 1953 was properly prepared. 

3« I also recoriBr.©nd for the smne reason as in the case of 
Mr. Price that Messrs. VJinterrowd and Rosen likewise receiv© a 
letter of censure for failing to insure that the meraoranduin was '- ^ ^r 
properly prepar^^ aad insuring that the necessary checks were made 



jpjAiviiJ 



^^' 



rr 



e : 



r 



-to see that all allegations were included in the memorancUinv^of- / ' 
F'ebruary 3//1 a-lso think that Messrs'/ V-Zint err owd -ahd Rosen': shoul'd ' - 
be speciricariy_ adyised of their characterization of Boggan' s ^ ' 
meraorandum -as being a^ good • one ^ wheii it.-v/as'not complet'e''"'and- did " 
emba^^ravss the ^Bureau.- As the Dircctor^ has indi car/ed, , they should' 
be adyised^that it is just such" thinking of .condoning.' and pallLati rii^^ 
mistakes tha t-'-nencourages ^Supervisors to be Indif feren c' to their" 
responsibilities. -^ ^ . ' ^ . - " s ' ■ 



In the event you ^agree vfith- these recorinrienda tions, 
Mmistrative Division will prepare\ the* necessary letters. 



±e -.Ad- 



DIRE.CT0R»S NOTATION: 



I COITCUR, 'H. 



